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It is, however, in the dry goods trade,,

d its nany branches that " Leading

iues" play the most prominent part,

but this ve must reserve for future treat-

ment,

THE TARlIFF.

Tle new party, which was formed in

England under the designation of Pair

'frade semis ta bave become extinct. Its

professed object was ta establish free,
trade between the MIother Country and
its various dependencies, and to impose
duties on ail imports froa foreign nations.
IL received soie encouragement in Cana-
da fron the party wliich professes to
afford undeviating support to the commer-
cial policy of the Government, and that,
party has invariably professed that the
protectire policy ivhic1 it has established
iwas aimed inuch more against the United
States than against Great Britain, and
lias repeatedly endeavored ta prove that,
oving Vo fle effect of the taritf, the in-
ports fron Great Britain have increased,
while those from the United States have
diminislied. Il May, 1879, an article, en-
titled "Canadian Protection Vindicated,"
was contributed ta the FortnigUty Review
by Mr. D. McCulloch, which fully sustains
our position, that the proposed object of
the Cariadian tariff was ta discourage im-
ports from ithe United States, and *ta
encourage those from Great Bri tain. The
concluding paragraph of the article re-
ferred ta is as follos:

"ltioeslioLapipear taR adiari Protectionists
(hiat lie lcopule of Englaind iave the slighLtest
reasui te fear that their trade interests will
Stiller b *V caladies adoption ar a1 prateetive
grui'. 'Ille coiintr -vii i ot ot course utiii

"facture aill that it consumes it w'ill still de-
tend u pomi Eiglael for miich of i ts supply, a

"Inli larger suplply taii t lias dran from
Ile 01l Cointtry lor several yetirs past. If tLI
eew policy answers the extectation of its

filvoentes, an increase, instead of a decrease,
" rI, lish' i ,olrts illo lte cou n try will bu onle

lhe writ-er referred to, drawing his in-
ferences fron the abnorinal state of trade,
duiniig tlie severe depression w'hich com-
menced imi 1873, argtued that ' if Free
"Irade England can no longer compete

îî'jl.h protected Ai-eica in the Canadian
<'inarkets, why should any body feel augry

Canadiaus take measures ta do
'it thenselves." The Object of Canadian
Protection was ta defend our on manu-
facur'es fromi those of the United States.
IL is said, " FOr several years past the

Americanîs have had two price lists, aile
"for Canada and another for the United

States. The price for Canada 2depends

il upon the necessity they are under ta
' uake sales, and it is often as mucht as
Il30 per cent. belov their horne price."
Our readers ivill have no difliculty in coin-
prehlending froin our brief extracts the
abject of the article in the Poriigliltly
Revieow.

We have more than once called atten-
,ion ta the gross injustice of the present
tariff toIvards British manufacturres,
vhich is the more inexcusable, from the
fact that Canadian exports are admiitted
free of dity into Great Britain. Itis far
from our intention ta attack the tariff on
the ground that it is protective. There
are rieally no Fi-e Tradeis in Canada as the
term is understood in EIngland. Botlh the
political partie' admit that incidentali
protection je indispensably necessary, and
the leaders of the Liberal party have of
late given it ta be understood that they
are not disposed ta recommend any ex-
tensive changes During last session Mr.
Blake attacked sone of the details of the
tariiff, but he failed ta draw attention ta
its most objectionable features, which are
siuiply indefensible, and which, though
previously noticed in our colurns, have
never been even excused. The tariff lias
beenî deliberately friamed so as to impose
ligier duties on British than on United
States imports, and this bas been accom-
plished by means o combined duties on
the sane article, the specifie duties being
of course more onerous on the lower
priced British article. To this extra duty
must be added the increased cost of car-
tiage on the British manufactured article.

The principal articles imported into
Canada are the manufacturles of cotton,
iron, and wool, and we shall illustrate oui
charge of unfainess ta Great Bitain by
specific references ta the imports during
the year ending on 30th June, 1881. On
grey and unbleached cottons the duties
wvere about 5 per cent. higher on British
than on United States goods, on ging-
hans and plaids about 4 per cent., on
denims, drillings, &c., about 4 per cent.,
on iron nails and spikes, wrought, over 10
per cent., on nails and spikes, cut, about
5 per cent., oU' nuts 12 per cent., on
wroollen cassimeres about 6 per cent., on
yarn about 4 per cent;, ready.made cloth-
ing 2 per cent., on upright pianos 12 per
ceit., aud conceit or grand pianos S pe-
cent. ihese diffeîential dti.es agains
Great Britain, and in favor of the United
States must have been deliberately irn
posed, as it is Ivell kinown that thIe price,
ai the leading articles of manufacture is
lower jn Great Britain than in the United
States, and that, consequently, the prac-
tical effect of supplementing the ad valo.
rem rate by a specific duty by the yard or

pound veight must be ta discrimiiate
against Great Britain. Under the circunm-
stances in which Canada stands ta Great
Britain, and the United States, we cannot
but thinlc thtat the adoption of this prin-
cipleoifcombined du ties ivas most unjusti-
fiable. It may be argued that Canadian
manufacturers require more protection
against Great Britain tian the United
States, but, if so, the ionest and straight-
foriward way would be ta impose the ne-
cessary protective duîty on the various
classes of goods, no matter w'hence in-
ported. Under the combined system the
duties in everal instanées aiount ta
niore than 30 per cent. on tlic valiue, a
protection which even the miost extrav-
agant of the Protectionists, did not ven
ture ta propose during the discussions
which preceded the adoption of the pre-
sent tariff. We wisli it clearly understood
tliat our present remaks are not diriected
against the "protective element in tIe
present tariff, but against the discrimlina-
tion in favoi- of the United States and
against Great Britain which ihas estab-
lished. If the Government should deter-
mine ta continue this discimination, thei-
supporters must at all events cease ta
pretend that the object of their conneIr-
cial policy js ta encourage trade ivith
Great Britain in preference ta Vhe United
States.

TUE QUEBEC 'TAX ACT.

The Insurance Companies have at last
obtainecd the injunction for which they
applied a few weeks ago, requiring the
collector of taxes ta suspend ail proceed-
ings foir the recovery of the tax on com-
mercial corporations which ivas imposed
by the Act of last Session. Thiere were
about 40 actions pending, and the object
was that a test case should be adjudicated
on by the Couits af Justice, so as ta avoid
the .normons costs which would be in.
curred lad separate actions been enteired.
The judgment of the. Court wtas p-o-
nounced by Mir. Justice Jetté, wIo pointed
out that all thîe suits rest on the saine
enactment, and if the lait is unconstitu.
tional, as affir-med, ione of the actions
cen succeed. If, loIwevei, each pleads
separately, an cuioricmons amtount Of costs
would bu iicuired to arrive at Vthe decision
of a single question, mnd ias Vhe Treasure
of the Revenue inay oi- may iot puy these
casts in his discietion, should the decision
be against he Governmet, the conpanies
have a considerable interest in endeavor-
ing ta reduce the costs by asking for a
single adjudicatio on the one question
raised.
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