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# States, and when 1 cannot supply it 1o the
¢ Maritime Provinces as cheap as they can
“get it 1In the American market, then let
¢ them buy there.”

It was the year when the Mayor of Mon-
treal, at the head of a large delegation, met
Sir George Cartier at the station and beg-
ged him not to starve the people by keep-
ing up this taxation that the duty was taken
oft. 'That year’s experience did away for a
time with the duty on grain and four, just
in the same way as the Irish famine had
produced the repeal of the English corn
law. Then there was the sugar refining in-
terest, of which they had heard much. He
had ventured to state, in the early part of
the session, that whatever had happened to
kill the sugar trade, 1ts death was not
caused by the present Government. He
did not blame the late Government nor any
Government, for what had been done.
He approved 1t; but whoever was responsi-
ble for any harm, 1f there were harm, it was
not by the gentlemen who were now accused
ot it. At that time he had been told he did
not know much about the matter; but
since that time he had hunted up the state-
ments of Mr. Drummond, who knew more
about the sugar question than perhaps any
other mau in Canada Now, Mr. Drummond,

on page 108 of the Dominion
Board of Trade report for 1874,
eaid—% So far from the present sugar

“ tariff giving me any protection in the man-
¢ ufacture of sugar, 1 will prove to you, be-
% yond all question, that the business of
“ gugar refining 1n this Dominion has for
% years been carried on 1t spite of a hostile
“duty. * o *  You will be rather
¢ amused to learn that the tariff wkich is
“ quoted as an advantage to the sugar re-
¢ finers is, and was, intended (o be a pro-
% yision to hamper and cripple us, [ say
¢ this advisedly, because the Finance Min-
¢ 18ter of the day (Sir John Rose) vas good
* enough to explain to me the reason why
¢ that duty was imposed. At that time the
% Maritime Provinces were rather opposed
% to Contederation, and they had (o be
¢ treated with a good deal of consideration.
“ They were accustomed to get molasses at
“ 8 Jow rate of duty, and 1t was not consid-
“ ered good policy to deprive them of the
“ advantages they possessed. Rut, it was
* alleged, 1f we obtained the molasses at &
¢ Jow rate we could convert them into sugar
¢ and supply the market, thus depriving the
¢ Government of a large source of revenue.
« So the specific rate of 73 cents was im-
“posed on molasses imported for refining
¢ purposes, Which 15 equivalent to about 8
« cents per gallon, a rate which produced
“ most effectually the result intended ; for,
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Policy.

«{rom that day we gradually worked off our
 gtock of molasses, changed our machinery,
¢ and abandoned entirely that branch of
“our busmess.”” The House would se»
from this that 1t was the Marntime Provinces

for which the sugar refining in
Montreal was Kkilled by John Rose,
“as they had to be ftreated with

a good deal of consideration.” Then this
same gentleman, when examined before the
committee ot the House ot Commons last
session, said as follows : —* For the last
¢ four or five years we have produced none
«“ of the leaf or lump sugar, and our princi
¢ pal production has been yellow. The kind
¢+ of machinery used in making hard sugars
¢ has been 1dle and totally unused since
€ 1870." The question was then put, ¥ You
“ find it more profitable to manutacture the
‘s other varieties of refined sugar than
¢ these ?”’ to which the reply was :—' That
% was not the reason; the tanfl diserimin-
¢ ated against manufactures of such sugars,
“ and atter intorming the Government (Sir
4 John Lose's) of the fact and requesting
“ them to mnke & change to meet 1t, we
“ were compelled to abandon this branch of
*“our trade which we would otherwise have
¢ very willingly continued.!” Then he said
further on 11 the same evidence :—¢ It 18
¢ capable of proof, for example, that
“under the old tariff of Canada.
%1 have been paying higher advalorem
i*duties on raw material than I have been
“charged on refined sugar coming from
“ Boston or New York. Itmust be admitted
% that I have been at a disadvantage, and
“have been carrying on my business, not in
“consequence of the tanft, but in spite
“of 1t, not in consequence of pro-
“tection, but 1n spite of discour-
“agement. That I believe honestly to
“have been the case under the tamft from
¢ 1868 onwards; and the best proof I can
i give 18 that I am now prepared to abandon
“ the business.”

Now he would taze up the tea question.
It had been stated that the duties were
levied 1n such a manner as to be oppressive
to certaln classes, but it was worth remark.
ing that the duties on tea were much less
now than they had been during several years
of the preceding Administration. He did
not say this a8 a reproach, as he believed
tea was a very proper thing on which to
levy a duty, but he did not wish to hear
this Government charged with sins—it they
were sins, though he thought they were not
sins—that were commutted by the late Gov-
ernment, The grain and flour duties, part
of the national policy, having been abandon-
ed as soon a8 attempted, it was again re-
newed, and this time the breadstuff duty



