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caliadi;tn manufacturers no exception whatev'er is mtade-
not o11e exception ; and tîaturally in our desire ta learti
,wIiLl this "l pampered and spoilt Il gang are, as The Mfining
Rcview very politely catis tîteni, wO turîied up tie adver-
tisiîig pages of that most excellenît journal and discov'ercd
the naines of sornie of the mlost respect'able anîd reliable
niantiflîcturers ini Catna.dat-tnuf.tcturers whîo cotitribtîte
quite extensively to the support of l'le Mfining Review aid
enalile it ta denoutice theni ini a most scurrilous matiner.
WVlv, the very first advertisement iii The Review is that of
tFhe Canadian Rand Drill Compaiy, who have extenîsive
and well equipped shops lit Shterbirooke, Que., and vhîo are
nianufacturers' of as effective mniiîg n.achitîery as cati be
produced aîîywherc ini the world. WVc find thîcre, too, the
advertisenients of thc jcnckes Mfachine Comîpany, of Sher-
brooke, who are also manufacturers of most excelletnt mninng
machîniery; J. Nlatheson & Ca., of New Glasgow, N. S. ;
Bertrami Engine WVorks Companîy, Toronto; Truro 1Fcuidry
and Ma-.chine Company>, Truro, N. S. ; Aies. Fleck, Ottawa ;
Garth & Ca., Motîtreal ; Carrier, Laine & Co., Levis, Que.;
John Bertrarn & Sans, I)undas, Ont. ; B. Greening WVire
Company, Hamiltton, Ont.;- Butterfield & Co., Rock
lslaîîd, Que. ; Canada Explosives Comipany, Halifax, N.
S. ; Robut, & Sadler, NIontreal ; NI. Beatty & Sons, WVclt-
and, Ont. ; the Northey Mtanufatcturing Company, Toronto;
Ottawa Pawder Company>, Ottawa; Canadian MNitîcral
WVool Company, Toronto; rDominioti iire Rape Company,
Milter Bros. and Toms, and Hamilton Powder Company,
Montreal; Rabb Engineering Conipany, Amherst, N. S.,
and others. Mrs. Malaprop declared that comparisons
were "lodorous II, and rcalty the effl1uvia arising fromn sanie
of the comparisons made b>' The Mlining Ret iew between
the products of same of aur mast respe±±table matîufactur-
ers-the Narthey Manufacturing Compaàîy atnd the Canad-
!an Rand Drill Campany, for instance-and somci foreign
concerfis, is not in accordance with the ethics of truc Cati-
adian joumnatlismr.

LT IS NVOT A FARCE.

In its recent screcd against Canadian manufacturers af
nining machiner>' becau!,a tlîey ask for a more just caoi-
struction of the tarif' afTecting the importation cl such
machiner>', The Mining Review, iii denouniciîg w~hat tie
manufacturers ask for, asks :

IIs the niining industry ta be denicd the riglit of its
own judgnient and free choice, in favar of a specially pro-
tectcd industry ? If sa, thc whole trade system of theDominion is a farce, and in the abstract goes far ta shîow
the inherent economic wveakness of a proicetive policy, the
botsteriîig up cf anc class at the expense of another, as
long as the latter wvîhl submit ta it.'"

It is cxceedingly ta bie regrctted that Ilthe offncial organ"
of scveral most respectable Canadian mining associations
should attempt ta array in hostility towards each other
two such important and closely related elements cf Can-
adals greatness as the ;e engagcd in the mining industry
and Uhc nianufacturers cf min ing machiner>'. To do sa is
'ta commit a mistake that reaches the importance cf a
political crime. There should be no antagonism of this
character. Tc give every possible encouragement ta the
mîistg mnd .stry the Gaverumcnt saw proper ta allaw
certain kinds cf mining machiner>' ta be imported into,
Canada free of duty. The wor ding cf the lav, 'is vague

March 2, 1I'94. MANUFACTURER.î8

and tends and lias led to nîiisunderstaîîsditigs whlich should
have been avoided. The l:aw says that niining îîîaclîinery
wtîîch ig, lit the ime of' its importation, tif a1 Il clas or
kind II not mnifactured in Canada, niay lic iniporc& dtity
frc. The Mfining Revicw and sonie of the mincm ctteild
titat under tîjis law any mining niachinery nia' bce admnitted
duty free provided it docs flot Fear the naime of any Canadiati
manuifacturer of sudi îîîaclîinery' ; wliile the nianufacturers
copntend that the meaning of the law is thînt foreign nia-
chisiery performing the saine functions iii substantially the
same manncr shîould lie included iii the mecaning (if tic
words 1 « class or kind Il ; and thiat there bc a declaratioti
by 1arlianieît ta this etTect. The qluestion is a simple one
which ouglit to lie settlcd without the interjection of such
utiplcasant features as rîic M.ining Review forces into
proiniience. The law is vague, and it should li nmade
plain. It wvas intended to bic formed along the Unes of thc
National l>olicy, and, if it is flot intended ta abandon that
policy, the vagueness of the law v hich is now interpreted
alcng frcc trade lines should bc nmade plain by an amend-
ment w~hicli should quiet the dispute. Ever since the lawv
was passedl iî 1890 amicable relations have existed bic-
twcen the mantifacturers and the miners, :îltlough cadi
wcre anxious tliat their own intcrpretation shoul<t be
accepted ; and tintil tlîis tume it is flot ksî.own that the
miner have ever thought kt necessary to their interests ta
denounce Uic maîiufacturers as a pack of hiarpies who werc
an incubus upon thuir industry. Nor docs kt appear now
that the>' tbinik thus, notwitlistanding their proclaimed
official organ, The INining Revicw, bas thought proper to
say many unjust, unkind and disparaging tlîings about the
mianufacturers, for wliiclî k will no doubt make ample
-1pology whlen it recovers its equilibrium of good commani
sense. Abuse ks not argument and should not bie indulged
in.

0f course The Revicw possesses a perfect right to enter-
tain an>' opinion it desires rcgarding the principle of pro-
tection, and thc policv of tie Govcrnment in making Iaws
conformable thereto ;'but its abuse of the manufacturers de-
velops sonie sîngular weaknesses on the part of the miners,
if wlîat it says rcally expresses tîteir s'iews. Thus, The Re-
viewv,w~hilc telling us that the r.anufacturers arc Ilpampercd
and spoiled ", and that the îniîinig indtistry "l brings more
foreigni capital into the country, eniploys more labor, and
resuits more than any otlier in general prosperity ", also
tells us that kt is "denied its equal right"I be'ratise the
mai ..acturers ask that no special and obnoxious lawv be
permitted in tlîeir favor more than in thc favor of any othter

jclu.s or element of Canadian industry. WVe do not unider-
la--t e the importance of the minitîg industry ; but we fail to
sec why it should be specially favored by the free admis-
sion of snch machinery as cati bie and is made in this
country, wvhile other cqually important industries are
not t.ius favored. If the miners must have free nma-
chinery, wliy not the lumbernien, thc farmers, the tan-
tiers and aIl other clas!ses w~ho are using maclîinery?
And if the miners must be thus favorcd, wvhat is it more or
lcss than making thcm the Ilspolt and petted "coddlings
of the Goverriment ? 4'Whîat the mîners dlaim as their
right," The Rev'iewv tells us, Ilis that they shall have that
class or kind of machincry which they want, and wvhich is
not manufactured ini this country, duty fret:." If tlîis is a


