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think the most rabid free.trader would
not say that.

1 arn neitlier a manufacturer nor a
l)iotectioflist; but I have no objection
to paying a portion of iny share of
the taxation of the generai governi-
ment every Urne I buv a suit of
clothes, merely because tMereby woollen
manufactures are encouraged and as-
sisted. That this latter is the incideni-
li resu]t does flot iinjure me, and I

might as well pay in that way as on
tea or sugar, whicb cannot be produced
herea

Again, if it was poiitic to levy 17T~
per cent. on certain manuifactured ar-
ticles of» inmport, as Mr. Cartwright in-
sisted in 18 74 ; is there any chai-m in
that particular number, or any rela-
tion between that particular number
and the divine fitness of things ?

If one is constructing a calendar,
he must provide for exactly 365 days
in a year and 366 in leap-year-; or, if
one is makinog a glove, he must ordi-
nariiy provide four fingers and a
thurnb, but if 1 î per cent. was not a
base pandering to protectionist cIa-
mour in 1874, why sbould 20 per
cent., or 25 per cent., of necessity be
wrong in 1877 and 1878, whien more
revenue was needed to meet current
expenditure, and some old established
industr-ies were languishing for want
Of it ?

lIn levying our tariff I think the
geograp)hicai relations of the different
Provinces sbould lie taken into ac-
counit. The other Provinces shoul(i
not be specially taxed for the benefit of
an industry, wbjich can only flourish
in one Province. Therefore I think it
will be not only a popular, but astates-
manlike policy, to advocate the aboli-
tion of the coal tax, which bears hardly
upon Ontario, and the flour tax which
bears biardly upon the Maritime Pro-
vinces. Coal and flour, it should be
rernembered, are both necessaries of
life to the poor, arid a wise policy
would leave thern untaxed on that
accounit if p)ossib)le.

Again, in ad.iusting a revenue tariff

*so as; to affoî-d incidentaI protection,
it sbould be the airn of the minister to,
leave the manu.factuirer-s'raw materiai
as f ree as p)ossible. Of course what is
rawv matei-iai. to one manufacturer
mnay be the miantifactured îroduct of
another, and in suchi cases theî-e should
be a gradation of duties, so as not to,
pi-ess unduly on any one indust-y, and
togive some assistance to ail.

J)uties which are puî-ely protective,
and wbich are higber than the neces-

Isities of the revenue cail for, should lie
reduced. And in deciding what indus-
tr-ies slîould be thus incidentaily 1)ro-
tected, regard should be had to the
suitability or otherwise of each parti-
cular industry to the naturai and geo-
gi-aphical capabilîties of the country.
* Starting with a few such general
I)riinciples, let mie indicate briefly the
outline of a tariff policy, which in rny
humble judginent is the true poiicy for
Canada, and the oniy one with which
the Op)position can expect to achieve
success at the next Diomninion Elec-
tions.

iRestore coal and flour to the free
list.

Restore pig-iron to the free li8t (at
least until there ai-e signs of the

*establishment of some more blast fur-
naces. At present the duty on pig
iron is a heavy tax upon the manufac-
turers, and I do flot know of more thanl
one place in the Dominion where it is
made).

Decrease the heavy duties upon cer-
tain lines of imîports, which are not

*needed for protection, and now oniy
enable rings to rob the people by un-
just combination.

But in other matters leave the pre-
sent tariff very rnuch as it is, when-
ever that can be done consistently
with the cardinal pi-inciple of ' a reve-
nue tariff adjusted to give incidentai
protection.'

ln such an adjustrnent it shouid,
be borne in mimd, that not all indus-
tries ai-e the proper suhjects of protec-
tion. We are toid that protection is
needcd for certain industries, because
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