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dhirect taxation of the iasses iii Canada wlîilst the mtasses
iii the United Stat2s were exemnpt, coupled witli a gencral
closing of Canadian factories throughi an uinfair because
vhîolly iiie-sided conipetitioiî, woul render îlîis coulntrv

more prosperous oir the people more conteaited.
Industries whicli have becn protectud for sevenly years

in a large home market are naturally stronger and more
spccialised than industries whiclî have been protectud for
only fiftecni years in a mucli sialler mîarket. The Ameri-
cans likewise pessess ain advatitge iii the v'ast sîggregatîons
of working capital behîind their industrics,as coniparcd with
the modest amounts pessessed by Canaidian maînufacturers.
In saine respects tbey have the whip hand cf the Ontario
fariner. Witb their low railroad rates froin the WVest they
could swarnip bis local market fer wheat, pork, flotr and
meats if *protectien wcre %vitlidrawn front humii, whlile the
W'ilson duties would preveafl him frrni gctting atny consid-
erable feothold iii theirs. Tîtese and other considerations of
the saine sort plead eloqueînly for a Il temperate reforin "
cf the N.P. Any other wotild result iii widcspreatd disturb-
ance and disaster, and just slow the commercial, industrial
and agricultural world iii Caniada and elsetwhere lias trouble
eneugh. A se-called revenue tariff would land us precise-
lY where we wverc il' 1874-78--exposcd te a destructive
competitien freont the surplus warcs cf American farins and
facteries wîthout having the power to invade their market
and make geod our lesses there -with this différence, that
unless direct taxation were resorted to, the deficits which
occurrcd then weu!d eccur aigain on a vastly incrcased scale
because cf the groe.-*h of cur national obligations, erdinary
expenditure having risen frein $24~,000,0C in ig87 te
$37,000,0-0 in iS8gz. A temperate reforni along thic unes
of protection is safest on cverv ground tîtat appeals te
ceminon setise, and we believe the great niajority cf the
people will be satsfied with it.

M1E MlNiNG REI EE' AND> THER MAXUP'A (71UR-
ERS 0F .'IIINING MA1 CHINER 1

In a recent issue cf tItis journal wc discusse1 tie ques-
tion cfmiining maclîinerv, batisngounr rcma.rks upen whait
we thought a wrong conception (in the pari cf Governtnent
afficials and ethers 'il' the nleaning of item e83 cf the tariff
which recites as follews :

"Miining machinery imported wiîin tirceve:irs aifier tue
passage ci~ tbis Act which is, at the tiinie of its importation,
cf a class ar kind not nîainuiFatured in Canada, frce."'

WVc showed that under this Act, as generally construed
by the Customis autîxorities, large quanlities cf mining ina-
chinery were being inîperted ie oCanaidat, dty free. WVhat
wce censider a iniscanceptien cf the lawv is iii initerprcting
tbe meaning cf the words " «class or kind " se as te admit
duty frce any article cf mining niachinery, as for instance
a Blake pump, flot because equally goad pumps are not
made in Canada, but sirrply because Blake pumps are net
miade here. Then, steani puntps are esçential in mining
operations, and they are usually knewn by the niaintes cf
the maken, cf thein ; aud it is a gencrally admitted fact
that steani punips made in Canada, and bcaring the naine
cf their Canadian makcrs, are equal in any and aIl respects
te -ny siniilar puimps miade in any etîter country. Indced
the différence between certain Canadian pumps and certain
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foreign puimps consists chiefly iii the anes cilgratveti tpol
thei. Under titis improper construction of the law. %%hile
the importer adinits thait he cannot bring in, duty free. .1
foreign punip bcaring al Cianadian naie, sirnply beeaîI% ii
is of al ' class or kind ", mneaning lnie, made iii Çanada,
lie dlaimrs that lie lias a ri-,.lit to bring in a precicîl*
simnilar pump, because it i ola '' class or kind ", nicaing
naine, tiot manuifacturcd ii('n i. TIhis is a inost ridic.
ulous aînd mischîevcus construction of the law, and one
that works vcry serious injustice to Canadian manitifactur.
crs. An absurd resiait of the general application l.'i
contention wotuld be seon in the fact that if a foreigti ptimp
of a certain Ilclas±; or kind " fandingmuch favor in na,
and whicli could be brought in dutv' frcc, shoîald hconie
the product cf an)' C:inadian manuf:îcturcr, then and frç)m
that turne on tic suci purnp could be imported into Canaiýd;t
without payment of duty. WVhat ks said regarding pimp.%
bas equal force regarding uny other mining matchiicrv.

Considering the sýelfîshness cf human nature, pa.rtiçilarWl.
as dcveloped in this question, it is net surprising ilhat the
users cf mining nma.linery slîould desire to be favored to
the uîtmost extent in tariff matters, aînd have the privilege
cf obtainling their supplies anly wliere ini the counitry or cul
cf it witlîout bcing sttbjet te just such restrictions as~ en.
viron ail otiier industrial classes in the community. It is
surprising, howcvcr, te observe that such a respectable
journal as The Canadian Mining Rcview should become
s0 sadlv :îfflicted witli free trade rabies as is eviduitccd in
ils January issue in criticizing our previcus editorial.

In alluding te our article on NMining4%1achinery l'le Mlin.
ing Review most convcnicntly avuids anything like argu.
ment or dis-aissioaî, and without preamble gels downi to
abuse and inîtuendo, wlîicli it keeps up te the end tif ius
chapter. *1'lus, iii speaking of Cana.hi:n manufficturers of
mining nîachinery, w~ho only ask tîtat tlîev be accorded the
sanie measure cf tariff protection given te other niufac-
turers, and that a fair and reasonable construction of the
law relating to thîs matter he dcclarcd, it does nol pretend :o
showv any imprcpricty oir unreasen:îbleness iii this request,
but berates tîte nîantifacturers as '' spoilt and pettcd "; that
"lthe Act in quesion wvas passed in order te give sottie nws
ure cf protection to tie promising industry cf nîining-
not protection froin ile lionest Ionic cf competition, but
protection froin the slîort-siglîtcd greed cf one class cif
m;înufacturers (those cf mning rnachinery'>, who t hcir
foste.-iîîg Governnient te legiý1-ite for thern only, and con'-
pel aniothcr and mucli more imiportant native industr
(that cf nîînir.g) te use antiquatcd, ill-:îdapted maclîincrat
exorbitant prices, merely because it is m;îtnufaettured here. '
Surely the Canadiait rn-.niif.cturers of mining imiachiicy
are a bad lot in the cyes of The~ Mining Revicw. Ntidhe.ir
how it gees for themn again. "lAnd this great ir..4tistry,"
it says, alluding tu that of mning, Ilthis robust, tiasterful
son of a new :auntry, which asks se little (?), is to bc
denicd its equal rights, is te be handicapped, forsoothi, that
one cf its feeble, i ickcty brcthren, represented by the man-
ufacturers cf one pump, ane stone breaker, or cote rock
drill, may flo':rish witheut effort and without wlolesonic
spur cf cempetition, wvhich tbey cvidently tieed te bring
thein up te the level *of tnert cf the high class manutfactur-
ers cf other ceuntries."

It wili be observed that in this wholesale!slaugliteringof


