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I bope that the Government will pay some to obtain a considerable loan ini order to

attention to this part of the question, and make the revenue and expenditure of

that we may reap some practical resuits Great Britain coincide at the end of the

frein it later on. I certainly muet say that, year. That wvas the first time that the duty

te me, the action of the Governinent in on sugar was adepted by the British Gov-

allowing the training of men on the Rain- erniment for a great many years-in fact.

bow and Niche to siacken off, in the way since the country started on a poiicy of frpe

they have, A~ a very serious, and 1 think a trade. The duty was placed at four and

very reprehiensibie way of doing things. twe-pence per cwt. on refined sugar, and

The training cf mnen for naval service is a was gradually reduced down to two shil-
matter h as to be carried on a great lings per cwt. on ra'w sugar, polarizing at

matt ers at no ak anit net more than seventy-six degrees. That

a good sailor in -a short time. It takes a duty on sugar has been kept up to the

long time, and the Government most cer- present time, but the rate of dut7 has been

tainly shouid have gene on, .and done their very censiderably reduced, se that, at the
ver bet b ge me t trin n toseshis.present time, the'sugar that was paying four

At the present turne out on the Pacifie coast. and twe pence per cwt. in 1902 was paying

wher wehavea sackeingin business cf cnly one and five pence half-penny per cwt.
where kied hve as scning, om mn in 1913. That duty on sugaz, cf course, pro-

that -men could have been muoh more read- ueacosdrb evn.«Theti

ily recriiited for training on the Raienbow mate that was made on the dut>' at the

now, than they ceuld have been in the last time the Chancellor of the Exchequer was

two or tjhree years. The Government ià los- making his Budget Speech, was that he

ixiga great opportunity in this way in aiav- wculd get a returu of £5,100,000 from this

angale wed that training te jet. behind, -ad duty on sugar. But the ziext year he waa

not paying the attention te iL that ehould able te announce te the country that i-

have 'been paid. stesd cf £5,100,000 ho had get £6,390,00.

The hon. leader of the Government in Thon the amount obtained from the duty

speaking the other day.on the Address re- on corn was net satisfactery. The nece.-

ferred to a maLter th-at was, te tnyseM, ratiner sity fer the duty on corn was due te the

a surprise, beeause ef the way i which lie samne causes as the dut>' on sugar, iL

handled. it. Ho was talking abou2t the ques- was adopted a year later. The sme CJhan-

tien of the cost of living, and he roferred to collor cf the Exehequer, Sir Michael Hicks-

the cost of living in England, and quoted, Beach, having te previde for a considerable

1r<ôm a well known -bock, 'England .nd the portion ef the coat ef the South African «war

English.' The figures Lhst 'he gave on ithat in 1902-03, piaced a duty cf three pence per

occasion were, te my mind, decidedly mis. cwt. on iinported cern, and five pence per

leading. I happened. te -have read the bock cwt. on imperted fleur, which. ho estimated

st one time, and I think those figures would produce £2,050,000. That dut>' was

ough ncrt ta be quoted 'Le ehow whaL the placed on corn and fleur for the one year,

British Governinent dees, in regard to 'the bu~t Mr. RiLehie, who succeeded him as

taxation cf food stuifs. Thie list cf things Chancelier cf the Exciiequer, in. the foleow-

given in that particular table s queted by ing year when ho came te hie Budget

the hon. leader of the Government, referred Speech in 1904, gave as his reason for

te two items which, alone cf ail the items abolishing the duty on cerna, that cern is a

ho mentîened, could properly bo eailed food necessar>' cf life in a greater degree than

stuifs--grain and sugar. Now if the hon. any other article cf food. IL is a raw

gentleman ihad taken the time and trouble materiai. IL ie the food of oui people, iL

te refer 'to past history and see what was ie the food cf our herses and cattie. The

the condition cf things in Engisnd eat the Lax ha. a certain disadvantage, namely that

'ime those duties were applied, he would it i. inelastic, and what is much wcrso, iL

have found "ht the duty on sugar, for in- lends itseif ver>' readil>' te misrepi'esenta-
stance, was firet i.mposed in the year 1902 tien. Therefore ho abolished the dut>' on

by Sir Michael Hicks-Beach, when ho was cern in that year, and it bas not been

Chancellor of the Exchequer, and had. te adopted again. I mention thie because theý
prov 'ide for 'the expenses of a war in China hon. gentleman in hie speech ieft the im-
as weli as the war in 8ou'th Af rica. pression that the duty on cern was in the.

At -that time a large amount cf rnoney had nature cf a protective duty, and that

te ho provided, and ho was f aced witii a England was taxing food preducts, for the

deficit, and the fact that ho wouid have purpose peesibi>' cf affording soe kind cf


