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THE, NEWSPAPERS AND THE TARIFF

HE newspapers of Canada are bosing a0 Lnge
amount of money cach year on account of
very high tarifl’ rates which shut out from Caninda,
American manufictures, such as proprictiny medicines
and remedies, soaps, perfumes and baking powdets,
which generally require a0 great deal of adventising.
Qur position is that this loss should be lessened as
much as possible by reasonable twill rates. We
recognize that the tariff is bringing in a2 revenue to
the Government and aiding Canadian manufacturers
of those lines of goods which are thus protected from
forcign competition.  But while printets like to see
Canadian manufacturers of patent medicines and baking
powders grow at the expense of the Ametican manu-
facturer of these mticles, surely they ate not expected
to be so utterly unselfish as to be willing to lose a
buge amount of money every year in order that two
or three of his fellow-citizens should amass fortunes,
That is asking too much of them altogether.

Baking powder duties are practically cight cemts
per b, and these duties close the iatket to American
baking powders, except the most worthless clisses,
which still manage to struggle in, on account of the
enormous profit the manufactuier is making.  This is
a case where reduction of duties  say three to four
cents per . would put a large amount of money
into the pockets of nekspaper publishas each year.
Men familiae with thh€ kind of advertising say that
this would put $635.000 into newspaper pockets inside
of a year. And why should newspaper publishers
not get tnill legislation to benefit them, as well as
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manufacturers?  Must the newspaper men pay a tas
to enrich the few Canadian baking powder manufac-
turers?  Must newspaper men, who are willing to
bear o fair burden, be compelled to bear the whole
burden? Reduce the tarifl, as we have stated, and
the Canadian manufacturer would still be protected
four to five cents per pound.  His raw materials are
duty free, his labor is cheaper, and this protection
would be amiple.  We are protesting against exorbit-
ant protection only, as newspaper men cannot live
on husks.

But what of the Government's revenue?  On pro-
prictary muedicines alone, we find that the amount
of duty collected last Gseal year was only $357.000,
wheteas there is kept out of Canadian newspapers at
least five times that amount of advertising by the
imposition of these duties. One of the oldest and
shrewdest advertising agents of the day estimates the
loss to the newspapers, fiom absence of patent medi-
cine advertisements, at fully three-quatters of a million,
while others place it at twice that figure. But we
maintain that the Government would not lose by a
reduction of this exorhitant duty of 50 per cent. ¢a
liquid proprictary medicinal aticles, but rather the
1evenue would inerease with a reduction of the rate.
History and common sense tell us that reduced tanift
means increased  impottation. And  this Inings us
back to our first contention that cexothitant  rates
such as onr taifl places on proprictary medicines and
baking powders, is laying too heavy a butden on one
class of the conmunity for the benefit of o class
much less numerous and important. We believe in
general prosperity, but prosperity is not generad when
the great printing trade is oppressed. The printing
tade is not waging 1 war of extermination on any
Canadian industry, but it does maintain unwaveringly
that no Canwdizn industry has a right to live on
wines and sweetbreads, while in order to supply this
extravagant living, another industiy must live content
with unbattered hread.,

In consideting the question it may be said by
eritics that we are taking an unpatsiotic stand: that
we ate tiving to imure the Canadian manufacturers
of biking powders and patent medicines. 1t would
not huwit us to be called wnpatriotic. The dog that
Ieaks loudest is often the one least able to bite.
The men who cry out that such a move is unpatiiotic
are not able to prove it by aigument. Our evidence
is citcamstantial and the man who thinks over the
matter carcfully cannot fail to see. that, to-day, the
printing  and  publishing  trade is being  taxed too
heavily to pay too great a bounty to the manufactuter
of these classes of aticles, The heaps should be
evencd up. I the manufacturer gets a loaf for
nothing once in a while, he need not expect to get
adl his bread free.



