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sitting for sorne time on the subject, and
a lin'w descripticn of test, the polariscope,
has been uiggestedL The latest informa-
t ion on tha siij'ect i- that the coai-mission
lias unanimously agreed to a report re-
coiendiiîng that the polariscope be dis-
carded as a test for sugars, and tiat
spacific duIes be levied. Tlie rates sug-
gested are ta b based on the Dutli
standard, the number being fourteen
instead of thirteen, hvliich is Ourl niumber
for tlic fall in duty, and are te be uniform,
instead oI' gradated as wiih us, and are
ta ba double on all sngir exceeding No.
14 Dutch standard. ' This will ha a liew
policy. Before the Imperial Government
ahandoned alI duties an1 sugar there were
griidiated rites on five classes, the higliest
rate being 50 per cent. over the lovest.
In the United States there have been six
classes, and the highest ratc lias been
rather morc than double that of thec
lowest. The new propositioni would be to
leave tha Iigliest rate at wllat it is- at
present, and to increase by fully 50 pèr
cent. oi more the duties on sugar ranging
froi fourteein Duteli standard [o twienty
and upilîwarls. On the other hand, the
duti's on thîe grades above seven md up
to oiirteen woulul be considerably re-
diced. Our Canadia lipolicy as estab-
lished in I 88, whni Sir J01hn Rose as
Minister- of Fiiance,and Mr. Tilley inister
of Customs,was based chiely oin ud valormcin
rates ; and Mr. Dustan hasadiitted in his
last letter that lie is favorable to this
systeni. The reason for placing in addi-
tional specific duty was tlat it was leld,
and we ttinlk corîrectly, that the tempta-
tion ta fraud when ad valorecn rates ex-
ceecd 25 per cent. is too great ta render ift
expedient ta adoit tlhemn. Oni this ground
a rate was fixed of J cent. lier ilb. on the
quantities equal to cio above No. 9 Dutch
standard, ' of a cent. on aIll belo0'No. 9,
and g on imelado. The lowest rate of the
combined cd valoremf and specifio duties
lias been estimated ta be about lý cent
pe' lb., hIle the higliest caninot. ha inticli
if at all, short of 3 cents. The Variation il
the duties between the lowest and highiest
grades would therefore appear to b
about double, or equal ta what is proposed
according ta the recominendation of the
United States coimmission, and 50 per
-cent. greater than the variation between
the liîghest and lowest grades :for a
number of years previous to the abolition
cf tle English sugiar duties. Tle qiestioni
of t e sugar duties iust b discussed
without reference ta frauds Or to excep-
tional cir'cumstances, whici ie 'are, never-
tlieless, readý' ta admit, nay recuire
special Iegislation. The tarif' however,
mnus hbe fmnýed iri accordance Nitlk prin-

ciple, and wve are gratified ta find that
Mr. McGibboin adinlts that the ainount
of ecoiiagenicnt or protection vvhich is
ially a tax on the consumers should
receive the serious attention of iLlI parties.
We werc for sone tine urging Mr. Dustaii,
who hans of late been flic special advocate
of the refining iiiterest, 'ta state precisely
what wvould satisf*y im, and in his letter
of the ltih, piliished in the Jouitsm, or
Comum : of 1Ih AprilI, lie has specified
wIat the refiners wuald be contented
w'ith. Noi 31r. ID2ustaI claimils that the
specific diuty on sugar under 9 Dutch
standard, whîliclh is it present 010 half
cent ])er Ib. or 50 cents per 100 Ibs.,
should be rcduced to 7, cents per 100
lbs. Now' tliis is a demand immeasurably
beyond any- protection that lias been
claiied by the refining interest in the
United States. It; is te be borne in
miind tha t 1.1hesfe sugars lhaV' t hea pro-
tection of ,he flad aloreni cuty of 25

per- cent., whici is equal ta about 50 cents
pei 100 lbs. betäveen very ligh and
low' grades, so [liat ligl-piccd refined
sugars wouild pay ili rounid- figures $3 per
100 lbs., wile lowi'd woiulc pay, under
Mr. Dustan's scleine, 37. cents per 100
lbs., specilie, and 25 per ven t.:ad valorem1,
equanl to N171., or ii ail $1.25, or' i protec-
tion cf $1.75 per 100 lbs. If our calcula-
tion's are erroiècns Ne*feel assured that
Mr. Uustan and Mr. McG'ibbon will believe
that they are uniin tcntionally so, and that
n'e shall be only too ready ta acknowledge
and correct any erroir liat may be found
in theni. M.'.McGilbbon exprcsses the
opinion that lit, inakes no diifference to

i thc ticasury wh ether elia duIity is col-
" lected on the raw article or ithe refined."
Non', in round figures ftle coisiumption of
imported siigars nay be estiniated at
100,000.000 lbs., wliclh at $3 per 100 lbs.,
according to our on estimate above,
vould.yield3,000,000. If the same quan-
tity were ta go into coisuiilption at$1.25,
w'hiclh is Mr. Diist an's proposition, itwould
yield $1,250,000, entailing a loss ta the
revenue of$1,750,000. It nust be under-
stood thait 'e aire dealing with extreme

prices on both sides.- If ie tike [h aver-
liges, under the present tariftl the loss ta
the revenue would he about $1,000,000 if
the sugars iniported ivere ta pay the rates
in the lowet insteaC o? in the highest
s cale. If a tariff' were adopted more
favorable ta the refiners the loss to flic
revenue would, of course, be materially
inicreased. la consideriing the sugar
duties it must be constantly borne inmind
that they constitute a inost important
braich of Our i-evenue, and tit they Can-
not be trifBcd vith even ta secure the
establishnatiif what wo esdit woul he

a inost beneficial industry. Iad Mir. Mc-
Gibbon contined himself te a censure a
the Coveriment for having prinitted the
introduction of foreign sugars under a
bounty ire should not lave interfered in
tie discussion, for 'e maintain that it is
not sound policy ta permit foreigners ta
force goods upon oui' consumers in viiola-
Lion of the natural laws oftrade. Concur-
ring entirely as we do with Mr. Dustan
and Mi'. MncGibon l the propricty a' in-
posing a cointervailing duty on foreign
sugars equal ta any bounty granted ta
thenm, we are well aware that England
lias net acted on thant principle. Mr.
Dustan referred ta theConvention between
Elngland, Vriance,Bolgium, and the Nether-
lands as enacting a surtax. This is an
error. We believe that the Convention
authorizes the contracting parties ta im-
pose a surtax, but England lias not in'
posed it, sai in a very lata Eiglish paper.
n'e observed that a deputation of West.
Indian planters hald been renstrating.
as vigorously as M'r. Dustan lias been doing.
hiere, against tle importation of beet-root.
sligar in its crude state on wllicli bounty.
is grantcd in France, and nIich, of couirse,
lias material avantages in the Énglish
market over the sugar of our oivn colonies,.
It is the produce of this vey specially
favored sugar that nve receive li the foim
of " Scotch yellows,"' and v'hieh fr Me.
Gibbon lias the candor ta admit is a' " dif.-.
flcult subject " ta grapple with. lie is o?
opinion tlat the Scotch I lave a secret in
adulteration " not. knon to the Ameri-
cans. We sliould imagine tliat a chemi-
cal anialysis of the Scotch yellow' vould at
ail eveits disclose the nature of' the adul-
teration. We confess that after e full
considertîion of' Mi.r MecGibbon's iettev wie
do not discover tlîat lie has suggested any
otle' r'enedy thain ma counter'vailing duty'
on American sugars equal te the bounty,
a proposal ta wliLh n'a sec ne objection,
but which, we are much inclined t'a thinke
would net lead to the re-oipening of our'
refineries, noir ta the abandonmient of the
trade in Scotch yellows. The subject
althlough net free from difficulties, lias un-
dergone se much discussion that it cannot
be very difficult ta arrive at an equitable
solution, and more especially if it should
not be further complicated by attempts to
establish beet sugar inanufactories, which
n'e should hail w'ith delight wvere it not
that their sole lope of success would be
basedi an un enorious protection under
w'hich consuimers rould have to pay high'
prices, vIile the sugar revenue Vould b:

completely destroyed.

- Tbe Nith iValley creamery, lay svillei
eives over-10,000 lbs. of imilk dlpily,


