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,&,, the duty collccted by the government. 'l'ie atîlouint
It,cted from this source for the ycar cnding Maý«rch 31 st,

~~'W.1 £1î9 ,9 7 1,1 9 1 or ncarly $îoo,ooo,ooo.
in addition to this there was the saine year raised fromi

l.,xcise," that is dutit.s ievied upofl domestic manu factutres of
.pîrîts, bcer, coffée and chiccory, and also frontî licenises asid

.111way passengers, etc., the surn Of £25,474,403, etjual to
$i27,000,000 of our nîioncy.

1 his ivis furthcr stug>leàentcd b>' another dircct ta\ knownv
.sStamip " duties, whichi arc le% icd uipon all documents sucli

.îý recCipts, drafts, 1 robates, legacies, insuirance policies, bis of
uchdange, etc., and amiounted that year to the suni of Ci 2,-

2 ;0,954 or $6 î,ooo,ooo. For the year above nieritionced the
revenue of Great liritain dei ived mainly fromi the sources

aiready enumnerated, a-gregated the imîtncnse suai of f8o,

,-2,254, e(qual in round mnnîer to -bout $450,000,000 Of Our
mioney. As the total population of the British Islands is ont)
about 37,500,000, this ineans an a,ý rage tax of nearly $î i for
cveCry mnan woinan and child in that country.

It will he readily seen fromn the foregoing that as this
enioriiflus tax is levied entirely uipon imported'articles which

;reat l3ritain does n t produce, or b>' direct taxation uipon
doniestic manuifactures, or the necessities of life, that such a
system must place the inhabitants of that so calIeu " free trade "
c-ountry at a great disadvantage as comipared with people svho
îie in ', protected 'countries. I'hey apparently enjoy the
miaximum of taxation, without an>' compensation whiatever in
alie w.îy of protection against foreign competîtion.

In this connectbon a ver>' quaint remnark made b>' the Hon.
MNr. G)schen, Chancellor of the Englishi Exchcquer, iii bis

wad.et speech last month, shows up ver> clearly the absurdity
oi this systemt of tasxation. After commenting uipon the fact

that the gross revenue from alcoholic beverages for the past ycar
Was 29.265,000, Mr. GDsche2n said (the italies onl>' are

ours) that " these figures showed a universal rush to the beer

lxarrel, the spirit botule and the ine decanter. Everybody
sceemed bent on toasting a national prosperity and increasing
the revenae. It was a circuinstance that must be deplored.
A close exainînation would not dimish the surprise, for the
largest increase hiad been -of aIl the spirits in the wvorld-from
runi, Iaugliter). 'lhle rum wvas drunk mainly at seaports. In
1888 the number of dranis taken reached 255,000,000, in

1889, 275,000,000. It was an ex.raordinary historical fact

that in the years 1875 and 1876, the greatest drinking years
recorded, there was precisel>' the saine rush and precisel>' the
saie proportion of revenue froni différeni spirits. Increased
»rospericy :herefore meant a great increase in the consumrption
of alcoholic drinks. TIhe tipplers who had largel>' produced the
the surplus would have a chance to redeem themnselves owing to

reduction of the tea dut>' b>' two-pence per pound. He opposed
tMe abolition of Met tea du/y, because il w.is the on/j' vehice whereby

di non s1noker and qon-drinker cou/d contribute ta tMe revenzue."'

%Vhile this statemeîît may seem correri from the standpoint

of British free traders, it sounds almost absurd to people living
on this continent, who have leu.aned that taxation can be
regulated so as not only to bear equatly on ever>' citizen in pro

portion to the amiount of foreign goods he consumes, but at
the saine tinie to aftord a measure of protection, and thefefore
of benefit ta the industries of bis own country.

In contradistinction to the IBritish nîctiioc of taxation, let
uis brinc, forward a1 feîv facts regairdilg HIe %va) in '~.cîthe
pieople of Canadat are taxed iii order to carry on thic iffair., tif
the country.

As is now %vell kno%%to, th%! 1),licy of the Canadian ýoveriî
Ment is1 a1 I)ro)tctive one, tîtat 1> the>) ainm 10 Icq a lîighi rate of
dut> on %Il goudi iinj>urtctl iinto the LOunltr) WlîîLh1 C3a1 L01iîJîetC

waih homte industries, while on the other hand the>' adtrit free
of dLîty aIl raw nvi.erial reqicl rL b> our iin.jiiîf,î Iirerb in hich)
cannot bc produeced b>' Our own peoiple.

'l'le population of Canatda is ab)out 5.-21)0,000 and the total
revenue last yeir amoiunted t )a lîttie oýcr $37,000,000, or an

-average Of $7.24 for every innai, winman anld chld in thie
I oininion.

A careful investigation of the itein froiiu nlith our duties
are coliccted w~ill reveal the fact th.ît tlîey are in the main
lcvied upon tobicco, spirits, and gu.)dI uf forcigia manufacure
which enter imîto oipetiti n %nitli thuse piroduicet b> ur humie
tinanufactuirers.

%Vhile in hotlh Great I3rtain and Canada the aiouint
collected exclusiivd:y front foieign îinports amnotnts to about
$3 0o per capita of the entire popula, tion, there is, howevt'r,
this remarkable difference in the resit effected:

The English duties arc ii..inily levied on such articles as
tea, coffce, spirits, wines and toha( co, nonc of whichi with the
exception of spirits cani be' produced in Great Brîtain, and tie
collection of revenue (in %v' hidi t(an t>nly enlianLe the tuSt
without benefiting ini a nyway wvliatever .în> honme induîstry.

'l'ie duties levicd b>' the' Canidian goverimnent, on thie
contrar>', have not onl>' hruught man> new and valuable
industries int existence in tlîis countr), but liau. largely aided
in placing those tve already had on a solid basis b>' protccting
them frorn the unfair and ofteýn ruinous forcigiî comipetition to
whicli the>' were forinerly subjected.

It is rn~ wonder th-cn that in discussing the subject of - Free
'lrade Taxat on," the Gai, idi inl 1 nuJifadur:ýr in an abfle editorial
says -" In free trade Britain out of îatarl) $ioo,îoo,ooo

collectedf(rom customis duties, oser $71,oDO,Oi)o are c îlft:ctîd
from duties on tacoet 1 c and dricd fruits ,.rtit.les
that the poor man inut havc , while the farit> wines that oni>'
the nobîlit>', aristocrats and nabobs can drink, paid a dut>' of
only $6,ooo),ooD. In I3ritain, ever' mnan who u Ls a raîlroad
ticket pays an excise tax 10 the govcrnnient , and citer $60,.
c00,000 was paid in stanip duties, which mneans that ever>'
paper havin , an>' comniercial value wlihîtever tvas heaily
taxed. 'r'iese thimîgs are not so iii Canada, ni-r can they ever

be so as long as our Na tional PoJicy prevails. TJhe averagc per
cipita tax in England for supporting thc nîuchi vaunted Frce

Trade Policy& ainounts to $1 1.65, while the î>er capita ta*% in

Canada under Protection am-ounts to onl>' $7.24."

In the face of such facts, %which aie accessible to ever>'

citizen who desîres to know the trath, it sems strange that

any, let alone SOi inan>', of our politîcians can have the assurance

ta assert that Canadians are the miost grevîously taxed people
orn the face of tIse earth, and that our protective policy, whichi

every unbiased observer inust admnit has greally becfiteà the

country, will, if pcrsisted in, pluAnge us into national bank-

rupte>'.


