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would be te levy on the value of the
article at the place of iigial shipmiîent,
" makin'g a shiarp distiicnieut between raw
and refined." We are not clear thîat

we umderstand the iean'inîg which Mi.
Pattorson attaches te the word Il reolined,"
but most assuredly the sugars manufac-
tured in the British Colonies by the vac-
um pan proeess are not I raw "l
sugars, and those who ianuf'ictutre thein
will not concur witht Mir. Patterson in lis
opiniionî, as ta the " iost satisfactory and
equitable mnetliod " of levying duties.
Feurthermore, we mnay inforin Mir. Patter-
son that the planters te whon we refer;
exercise a very povei ive miglit
perhaps say, a controlling influence over
legislation it the British sugar colonies.
We wisih it te be clearly uidierstood that
we are not expressiig any opinion hostile
te that of Mir. Patterson as ta the policy
of the Doiniion o Canada ive are
simply endeavoriug to' convince that
gentleinan that the sugar planters in the
West Indies are not licely te concur with
him in desiring i a sharp distinctioneI i i
the duties on raw and refincd sugars.
We shall not at present enter into the
question of' a " surtax upon sugar from

any country îivli receives abounty iid-
den in the draw'back allowed on exporta-

" tior." Of course the West Inidia planter
could have no ôbjection to suci surtax.
To lîim it is a matter of comparative
indifflerence, vhether lie is excluded from
the Canadian Market by Aierican refined
sugars comimg i owing te excessive
bounties, or by Canadianî refined sugars
protected by duties franed specially te
secure their use. Moreover, Mr. Patterson
lias failed te notice tiro important facts.-
Firstly. Tlere is now io duty on sugar in
Great Britain, and if ie will reflect foi' a
moment lie will perceive that the pro-
ducers of such sugai's as were exhibited
fron]British Guiana at tle Centenniial Ex-
libition cannîîot send thein te any other
country, yhere inferior sugars compete
with thein -t a great advantage ini
respect of duties. Secondly. That the ina-
jo'ity of the best estates in the British
West Indies are eitler owied by Englisl
pioprietors or moi'tgaged te commercial
louses, whicih control the destination of
the produce. Before leaving this braicht
of our subject we must express surprise
at Mr. Patterson's assertion tlat " the
repeal off tie sugar duties " in Great
Britain was "a concession te a very exten-
sive inhufacturing interest in England
and Scotland, that ofsiugar refitintg." lu
proof of this Mr. Patterson refors te the
large amount of duty collected under the,
old systema u poi1 îim'efned sugar. Of
course while raw sugais were admitted
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Oui very favorable terns, the riners
derived much inore advaitage tLhan under
the prosent systei, wlenî those raw
stugars have to compete Ou equal terns
withi the West India ci'ystallized sugars.
The fact is, tihougli Mfr. Patteîson seens
toe o unairvui o' itt., litt the abolition of
the sigair duiities wls aesure in opposi-
tion te the interests ofi Lhe sueg' reiiner's.
We have perhapîs said cnougli oms the
sugar branic of the questionl, but We have
been led te enter ilto it at greater
leigtli, because Mr. Patterson iimnsellf de-
clares thit in considering lis sIbject. "a
gigantic spectre alis glided into. aud ta
sane extent overshaldowed thei field of'
vision, and sugar duties il fliiiiig ciarac-
ters seemed ta be writteu on every w*all and
panlel." We were not surp'ised that Mtr.
Patterson siouild be appalled by lte
spectre, but lie may rest assured fiit if is
even mare forinidable than lie seems to
imaginie. ihere are Oncr ai two otherpoints
to wlicli we would invite Mr. Patterson's
attention. lie seelms ta thiuk that ' the
vaiois iliport and export duties levied
undeîr the several colonial tariffs scarcely
any of the rates being the sale,'' teinds
ta obstruct commerce. Now' in, tlhe lirst
place it iight have occuired ta Mir.
Pltterson tiat these I various duties el
do not obstrucet triade with the Ulnited
States. Secondly, lie mîîiglt have asked
hiimself whiat ieal difierence tliose dities,
wilhi are nîot diffleriential, iiake ta the
Canadian shipper. Flour pays a cluty of'
fromî 3 shillings te 5 shillings e barrel,
but in eacli colony the dity is the saime,
no niatter what the place of slipnenitl
and se witli all otlier articles. Canadians
eau ascer'tain the rates of duty as w'ell as
Americans, an 1 Mr. Pattersoin lias given
then a great deal of valiable iiiformiation
on this lead. Ouri point is fliat it makes
io r'eal difference te the exporter, whether
in Canada or' the United Stites, Ihat may
be the ainouint of a uniformi revenue duty,
which is io way protective, and whIich
does not interfere with consîmnîîption. If
Canada caiiot compete with the United
Stites in flour, lumber or other exports,
the duty being 4 shillings per barrel,
neither could slie compete, if the duty
wore nil. Let it be clearly uiider'stood
that te establishs what is terimed " reci-
procal trade "' Caiiada wants proteetion
in the form of differential duties, aid
thet the question can be argued ; but it
is childisliness te dwell on the want of
unifority of tariffs is different colonies,
cadi hiav'ing its own systen of raising a
revenue. As Mr. Patterson places the
West India export duties anong thie
"obstructions " to trade, it imay be desir.
able to offer a few 'remnarks on those,

dities. It is clear that the export tax
falls on hie pioducer who has to compete
iii tie markets of the world witlh simillar
products ilot sbiject ta such tax. There
is no export tax il Bai'badoes on sugar
and there is one in Tirhiidad. A Canadian
ori English importer of sugar would oef
course give the same price for the taxed
as for the untaxed sugar. It will be
found that the export taxes are merely a.
convenieut mode of levying from the
planter a contribution whiclh lie is spe-
cially called on te make, to Clefray the cost
of inporting labor. ln saine colonies,
such as 3aibadoes, the planter not re-
quiring te import labor lias no sucli
contribution to make, wvhile in otiers lie
pays it in aniother way. In no, case ean
the export taxes be decmcd an obstrue-
tion to trade.

We shall onily advert to eue other point
treate(l by Mi. Patterson, viz., the geo-
graphical position. Under this head we
are told that " tie reciprocity treaty
enabled our republican neiglibors to imt-
port duty fice fromi Canada ni10st of tie
staples with wlich they supplied the
requiremncits of Tropical and South
Anerican peoples."' This is au extra-
ordinary statonent for se oxperienced
a coinitercial man ns Mr. Patterson. The
reOciprocity' treat.y liad refer'ence only to the
naturtial products of both countries, and
during its existence the products of both
vent into consumption in both on equal
terus. But as regards exports te Tropical
and South Aierican peoples, Canadian
products eau be shipped ii bond frein
New York anid Baltiniore on precisely the
sane teris as during the existence of the
reciprocity treaty. Althought St. Thomas
is not as fair a place as IlaVannah,
Barbades, Deierara, or Jamaica fron
whichl te calculete distances, still We ac-
cept Mr. Patterson's figures, and frein
thein we learn tliat New York is 190 miles
nîear'er than St. John, N.B., and 158 miles
nearer than H alifax. Mr. Patterson
shîoIld have.stated the colnpaiative dis-
tances between Toronto or London and
New York-aud IHalifax, and lie niglht also
have givei the distances to' Baltimore
whichl competes very successfully with
New Yerk for the West India trade. A
glance at the map would satisfy men of
mucI lessintelligeice thanMr. lattersoi
that the St Lawrence route cai never
compete aven iii suneer with eithter Bal-
timore or New York for the trade of the
Souhliern colonies. Surely Mr. liatterson
is well awnaî' that the trade from the há est
tf British ports is only partially diverted
fmm the Amnerican seaports te tlheSt.
Iavrence, andI iow thien can lie imagine
that w e can coipte vit success for the
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