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to the combined specific and ad valorem
duties, whicly, so far as can be Judued by
the . trade mtmns bear harder on Great
Britain“than ‘on the United States, - The
" specific dulies by ‘the yard or by the
pound weight amount to a larger per-
\centage on the invoice value of goods
from Great Britain than from tlie United
States. The attack on the duties on iron
was chiefly on what may be termed quasi
raw material, such as pig and sheet iron,
-boiler plate, ete., which are extensively
used in manufactures. On Lhe assump-
-tion that it would be desirable to repeal
the duties on the descriptions named, it
would follow. almost as a necessary conse-
quence that the . duties on the more
highly manafactured ar ticles should like-
wise be reduced, as those on the one class
are proportionate to those on the other.
When it was found ‘necessary to raise a
larger amount of revenue by duties on
customs, it of course had to be consider-
ed whether raw materials could any
- longer be admitted either duty free or at
“a’ low ‘nominal duty. It was deemed
" expedient to increase them, and concur-
rently the duby’ on the manufactured
“articles was increased so as to give to'the
manufacturer. an - equal - protection to
- what he had belore. The principle was
‘not applied in every case, as' there are
“still raw materials, such as cotton wool,
. admitted free. When, however, a proposi-

tion was made to reduce the duly on pig’

~ iron; sheet iron' and boiler plate, it
should have been accompanied by a pro-
~posal’ o reduce proportionately ~the
duties on the manufactures in which
“those articles are used, We doubt the
expediency of attacking the tariff in
detail. It is admitted to be a strictly
" protectionist. taniff, but consistently with
‘that prineiple it has been framed with a
good deal of discretion, and the iron
“duties especinlly have heen carefully ad-
Justed; .

THE FRENCH TREATY.

It is certainly rather strange that so
much mystery is preserved in regard to
the French cummercial treaty, - There
has been a ireaty concluded with Great
Britain which, thotgh by no means what
the Government of that country desired,
is precicely what would suit Canada,
which. occupies a position in relation to
France very similar to what the United
" Statesdces. - :Thelatest accountsare, that
a treaty is about to be concluded bet\\ een

lﬂance and the United States, probz\blyy '
. a8 the most favoxed nations, just as Fi ance
'and the " United: States do at presenf-
7.'llle1‘e is a ;:ood de“ll of mlsapprehensmn

. very similar ‘to. that 1ecent]y pelvotlzxtecl
with: Great Bnlmn. What then: can ‘be
the hiteh in the way of @ éatisfactory treaty

A
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with C:_mada‘( We are told that certain
points ‘have been raised by the French

Government, and that (hey are ofso krméh

importance as to cause Sir Alexander Galt

to come out fo Canada for the purpose of

conferring on them. Oui whole export
trade to France is insignificant, amounting
only to about %660,L00, of  which dver

$000,000 is lumber, which in all probabi-

lity it is compelled to take. When we
consider that Great Dritain takes nearly

£15,000,000 of our lumber free of duty,:

and the United States over $8,000,000, it
cannot Le worth cur while to make any
sacrifices to obtain a paltry increase of our
exports, and especially as France, for her
own purposes, has reduced the duty on
ships, which was our principal cause of
complaint. 1t is said that the great dif-
ficulty is, that we cannot make special
arrangements with Trance without dis-
criminating against Great Britain, This,
if corveet, is an intimation that France
assumes-to interfere with ocur tariff ar-
rangements, an interference that we will
not tolerate from Great Britain, which is
not only our mother country, but which
réceives all our exports free of duty. We

- searcely think that our protectionist Gov-
ernment would venture to propose to the’

Dominion Parliament to reduce the duty

“on Trench manufactures; and to discrimi--
_ nate against Great Britain and-the United |

States,” Our ¢hief imports from France
are bnndy and ‘wine, ‘and as 1he- duties

“oni‘those articles ‘are strictly:for revenue,

and as there is no competition in them
with Great Britain, there is really noobject
in reducing them. © We cannot conjecture

what particular article o articles of our.

imports Great Britain competes in with

France, but if the latter country should’

be so unreasonable as to claim discrimi-
nation against Great Britain, it must of
course be met with a firm denial. It was
a fatal mistake to make an application to
France for alterationsin its’ tariff. The
proper. scope of . commercial treaties
should be simply, that the nations con-
clading - them should not discriminate
against one another in favor of any other
country. ' Each nation should regulateits
own tariff according to circumstances, In
carrying out such a policy, Canada is as
independent just now asif it was sepamted
from (irent Britain. - It cannot be shown

that Great Britgin has the’most remote
" interest in preventing Canada from con-:
cluding : commercial - treaties with any
“country, and if the latter were independ--

ént to-morraw, she would be compelled to
admit British imports, on'the same terms

.and ‘expénses,
!cluded ?

m Ln(rlaml as to the o‘gpcts of Canada

in its endenvors to conclude a treaty with ... -

France. Qur whole difficulty hdas been
caused by the French anomaly of two-
tarills, ilw effect of which was to plnce‘
Canada on a fonting of n.lenmm in rds-
pect to nearly all the other countries with
whicli France had commercial ‘intép-
couisé. There can he no doubt that tlie
true policy is. Lo insist on'not being suli-r
Jected to dxscnmnmlm" duties in France

apd if ovr just claim be refused, (o resoib

to retaliatory measures, which would be
strictly justifiable under such eireurh-
stances. [t cannot be shewn that if we
were independent to-morrow, we cnuld
prolect ourselves against aggression in
any other way, and as we. should have to-

include the most favored nation clause

in all our treaties of commerce, we could

make no special agreemeits as it is said

France is desirous of extorting. - We be-
lieve that the Opposition members would
have rendered better service to their
country, if they had endeavored to elicib
from the Government the nature of the:

_difficulty ‘with. France, and’ “if they had

enlled attention to the very sericus errars.

which have been made in the course of

the pending négotiations. T
!

THE QUEBEC RAILWAY.

. The Hon. Treasurer of . Quebee hms pre-
p'u‘ed no'less than fourteen ' statémerits.
with reference to the salé of the- Q. M.

0. & 0. Railway, which, however, include’

statements of the Tteceipts and ‘expendi-
tute of the Province ‘since confederation,
of‘ the estimated receipts’ and expendi-
ture for the coming year, and the amounts.
paid, and ' liabilities incurred for “the:va-

rious subsidized railways in the Province..

There are also a. number of statements
exhibiting the comparative advantages of
the varidus offers made for th‘e‘pmchase of
the'Q, M. 0. & 0. Railway, We can ¢ome-
to 1o otlier conclusion from an’ examita-
tion of these: statements than that the
sale-of the railroad is desirable.”  Thére
are 'still ‘due ‘to railways for unearned
subsidies over. $1,500,000, and’ it would.
require'over $1,000,000 to complete the

‘railivay which has been conditionally sold.

The statements are not a little alarming,
and ‘must; it the: Province: is: to* escape
bankruptey,” render it absolutely néeces-

_sary that the revenue should be mcle'lsed

or the e\pendlbure diminished, **We: ‘are:

" inclined to take except\on tooneof the '
“most important stf\tements, ‘which -gives -
“the average annual; deficit at $580,60 5

This is exclusive of railway traffic recelpts
But “why are’‘these: éx-
" In the estimated payments the




