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great many factories aiid machine shops

are made to pay it, and it goes (o swell

the cost of production.

3. It is a t IX on railways and steam-

ships,—making freight and passenger

traffic dearer, or else ke- ping down
profits and robbing workingmen of their

wages.

4. It is an unnecets..ry tax. The re-

venue of the country is §4,000,000 in

excess of requirements.

5. Ifc has failed of its object. It has

not given the Ontario markets to the

owners of Nova Scotia mines, and it

never will.

Those reasons amply justified the

Liberal party in the House of Commons
in asking for the repeal of the coal

duties, but Mr. Jjauiier's^ motion to tliat

end Wiis opposed by the whole sti-eiigth

of the Government and was defeated on

a vote of 120 to 47.

AN UNJUSr AND ODIOUS
BURDEN.

The coal taK is an unjust and nclious

bur(l(>u on the few who are forced to

pay it. it i< rcjvolting to- evei-y sciuse

of justice and fair tax; and
the Cloveniuient tha< 'imiiosed it and

stands by it must go d toi^ether.

TlfSliiillSSTl

A Revenue Tariff versus A
Protective Tariff.

Cause of DepsmanOafl Ties,

Cause of Hevival and G-ood Times
-Has tlie Farmer a Home
ICorket ? ' Have Qrain Duties

Benefitted tlie Farmer ? "Wer^

Increased D'^ties needed for

Eevenue ? llad we no Hanu-
factures Idct'^Q the IT.F.?

In the discussion of matters r Juting

to the trade policy of Canada, it must
ever be borne in mind (hat the issue

involved is not between free trada and

proteclion. The circumstances of the
country are such that a large revenue
is jequired to meet the interest upon
the public del)t and the exj>en3es of the
Gover ment. A large sum must be
laised chie'fly from duties upon imports,

and the question at issue between the

Liberul and the Tory pari.y is, whether
we shall have a Tariff for the i)urpose

of raising the necessary auiount of

revenue, or whether we shall have a
protective tariff with high dutie-i,

levied for the puijjose of excluding
goods from our markets rather than for

the purpose of CMllecting duties upon
importations.

Ah to the rate of duties that must be
imposed urder a revenue tariff in order

to n.eet our v( quirenient-', it is quite

ch^av that the rate must be high.

Under a taritl", designtnl for the

jmrposes of revenue, idl manufacturing
industries of Canada would receive a
fair degree of j>rofecliou—one, indeed,

quite high eroui,di tosatisly all leyitiuiate

requirements especiilly ascoal wo.ildbe

rdmittf^d free, while iron and o'her vaw
mattn-iah, if noi. ))lMeed upon tlie free

I'st, would be admittt-d at l.lwratl^sof

duty. In f;iet,ni()st or tlio m mulafturing
industries of ( anadi would V)e more
]<rosperons under such a tariff than
under the present one. The I ibeval

p ii'ty df sires to see all the gn at busi-

ness interests of Canada prospi rous. It

desires the utmost possilile develop-

ment of manufacturing interests that

can be attained Aviihout the aid

atfovded by imposing unjust burdens
upon other interests; and consideration

fair and just would be given to every

Canadian interest. The attem|)t made
by the Tory leaders and pi ess to create

a belief that the Li))eral party is hostile

to the man' facturing interests, or indeed

to any other interest in Canada, is most
unfair. The desire is to adopt a
policy that will promote the general good.

WE HA.D MANUFACTURES
BEFORE THE N. P.

Our manufactures were not created

by the N. P. but had reached a very ex-

tensive developement before. By the

census of 1871 it was shown that our

nuinufactures amounted to $221 ,000,000

that year, and employed 189,000
persons. This great devolipemont


