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[t is, however, in the dry: goods trade,

and its many branches that ¢ Leading
Tines” play the most prominent part,
but this we musb reserve for future tl'e'lt-

ment.

;

THE TARIFF.

The new party, which was formed in
England under the designation ‘of Fuir
Prade seems to have become extinct. Its
professed object was to establish free
trade between the Mother Country and
its various dependencies, and to impose
duties on all imports from foreign nations.
It received some encouragement in Cang-
da from the party which professes to
afford undeviating support to the commer-
cial policy of the Government, and that

party has invariably professed that the

pratective policy which it has established
was aimed much more against the United
States than against Greaf  Britain, and
has repeatedly endeavored to prove that,
owing to the effect of the tariff; the im-
ports. from Great Britain have increased,
while those from the United States have
diminished. In May, 1879, an aiticle, en-
titled ¢ Canadian Protection Vindicated,”
was contributed to the Forinightly Review
by Mr. D. MeCulloeh, which fully sustains
our position, that the proposed -object of
the Canadian tariff' was to discourage im-
ports from the United States, -‘and - to
encourage those from Great Britain, '~ The
concluding paragraph ‘of the ar bl(,le re-
ferred to is as follows 1~

“Itdoesiot appear to Canadian Prolccliouists
" that the people of” Bugland have the slightest
“reasou to fear that their trade interesis, will
“suffer by Cannde’s adoption of a protective
“tarill. - The country will not of course manu-
“facture all that it consumes; it will still de-

“pend upon England for much of its supply, a’

“much targer supply than it has - dvawn frem
“the Old Country for several years past. If the
“rew policy answers the expectation of its
“mdvocates, an increase, instead of a decrease,

“of Brivish imports into the country will be one

Yof its results.”
The wriler referred to, drawing his in-
ferences from the abnormal state of trs wde,

during the severe depression which.com-
menced in 1873, m"ued that :- ¢« if Free

“Trade England can no longer .compete’

“with proteated America in the Canadian
. “markets, why should any body feel an 1gry
“ll C,'m'\dmns take  measures to do

“it themselves.” "The object of Canadian

. Protection was o defend ‘our own manu:

factures from those of the Umted bbates
1t is said, “ For sever nl years' past the
Amenc‘ms have had two price lists, one

“for Canada and- another for the United:

“ Slales The Pprice for Canada depends

o

“ upon the  necessity they are under to

“make sales, and it is- often as much as
# 30 per: cent. below their home 'price.”’

‘Our readers will have no difliculty. in com-

prehending from our brief extracts the
object of the article in the Trortnightly
Revicw.

We have more thati once called atten-

“tion to the gross injustice of the present

tariff , towards British - manufacturres,
which is tlie more inexcusable, from the

fact that Canadian exports are admitted

free of duty into Great Britain. - It'is far
from our intention to attack the tariff on
the ground that it is protective.  There
nrereally no Free Traders in Canada as the
term is understood in England. ,Both the
political parties ;admit that “incidental
protection is indispensably necessary, and
the leaders of the Liberal party have of
late given it to be understood that they
are not disposed ‘to recommend any ex-

‘tensive changes. . During last session Mr.

Blake attacked some of the details of the
tariff; but he failed to draw attention to
its most objectionable features, which are
simply indefensible, and which, though
previously noticed 'in our columns, have
never been even excused. The tariff has

‘been. deliberately framed 30 as to impose

higher duties ; on, British than on United
States 1mports, and this has been accom-
plished by means of. combined duties on
the same article, the speclﬁc duties being
of - course more onerous - on " the lower

priced British article., 'To this extra duty
must be added the increased cost of ‘car-
riage on- the British mmufactured article.

“T'he principal articles" 1mported into |
Canada ave the manufactures: of cotton; :

iron, and wool, and we shall illustrate our

charge of unfau'ness to Ctreat Britain by .
specitic references to the imports during’
"the'year ending on30th Juné, 18Sl. On'

grey and - unbleached cottons the duties
were about 5 per cent. higher on British
than on- United States goods, on ging-
hams and plaids about 4 per cent, on
denims, drillings, &e., about 4 per cent;,
on iron nails'and spikes, wrought, over 10
per cent.; on nails and spikes, cut, about
5 per cent., ‘on” nuts 12 per cent, on
woollen cassimeres ‘about 6. per cent., on

yarn about 4 per ‘cent:, ready-made cloth--

ing 2 per cent., on llpl‘l"ht pianos 2 per

cent., and concexb or grand ‘pianos 8. per’

cenf. “These dxﬁerenbml Ruties against
Great Britain, and in ‘favor of the United
States must have been' delibelatély im.
posed; as it is well known ‘that the price
of theleading articles of manufacture is
lower in Great Britain than in the United

States, and that, consequently, the prac-’

tical effect of supplementms the ad valo-

nm late by a speclﬁc duty by the ymd or:

pound - weight must be to discriminate

against Great Britain,  Under the cireum-
stances in whicli Canada stands to Great -
Britain, and the United States, we cannot -

but think that the adoption of this prin-

ciple of combined duaties was most unjusti-
fiable. ‘It may be argued that Canadian "~ -
manufacturers require more protection.
against Great Britain than the United -
States, but, if so, the honest and straight- -

forward way would be to impose the ne.:

cessary protective duty on the various
classes of goods, no matter whence im-
ported.. Under the combined system the':
duties in several instances amount . to”
more than 30 per cent. on the value, ‘2’

protection which even the most extrav-
agant of the Protectionisls, did not ven-

ture to propose during thé discussions
which preceded the adoption of the pre- *
sent tariff. We wish it clearly understood
that our present remarks are not directed
against the protective element in  the -

present taviff, bub against the diserimina-

tion: in favor of the United States and -
-against Great Britain which it has estab-

lished. 1If the Government should deter-
mine to continue this discrimination, their
supporters must at all events cease to

pretend that the ohject of their commer- :
cial  policy is to encourage trade - iith <
‘Great Britain in px-efexence to the Umted"

States

THE OUDBEC 'L‘A\ ACT.

The Insurance Compnmes have ab hsﬁ ‘
obtained - the injunction for which they
applied a few  weeks ago, requiring the’
collector of taxes Lo suspend all proceed-:

ings for the recovery ol the tax on ‘com-

mercial corporations which was imposed- '
by the Act of last Session. There were:

about 40 actions pending, and the object

was that a test case should be adjudicabed x
on by the Conrts of Justice, so as toavoid

the .enormons costs- which would be in-

curred had separate actions been entered.
The -judgment of the: Court' was pra-
| nounced by Mr: Justice Jetté, who pointed
out that all the suits rest on the same  "

enactment, and if the law is unconstitu-
tional, as‘-affirmed; none of the actions

can ‘succeed. If, however, each "pleads
separately, an enormous-amount of costs .
would be incuired toarrive at the decision -
of a single guestion, and as the 'L‘r easurer’
of ‘the Revenuenmy or may not pay thesé :

costs in’his discretion, ‘should the decision
be against the Government, the companies
have a consxdemble inter est in’ endeavor-

ing to reduce the costs by asking for-a =
single adguchcmtxon on t,he one questlon‘ R

raised.
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