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dlsoc":et a:nd liberal system of bounty to that industry were
ouf‘:d, it would in a few years develop the production of
ent,i.-e;nade sugar, which would, to a very large extent, or
it y obviate the necessity of importing sugar from abroad.
“Btai: now we pay geveral millions of dollars ant'mal.ly to
Made the sugar industry in foreign countries, while if we
and 4 ur own sugar that money would be distributed at home,
othe ’ Iore numerous classes of labor than is done by any
" industry in the country.

DISCRIMINATION.

Wi{.: }1,890 the commerce of Britain with foreign countries and
that Wf"' Own possessions amounted to £685,000,000, of which
Came t:,t h British North America (Canada and Newfoundland)
& time on ly £19,000,000. Britain herself finds it necessary
: crims’l’ in her t.rea.ty arrangements with foreign nations, to
of hep tlnate against us, that is, we are not included in some
rade conventions. She sacrifices our interests to her

rk wl;hlch are of vastly more importance. This rule ought to
eeotth ways. If our welfare would be greatly promoted
Blightl 'l‘a..de between us and the States, and Britain’s but very
are o jjured, why should we be denied the boon? What
The N ere fOl‘. if not to do the very best we can for Canada ?
Actureg | dlsc"ll_llinates against British trade by taxing manu-
lettiy, S at a higher rate than natural products, and thus
exPOr%e the American off more lightly than the British
Fitigh r.  Last year we imported for home consumption
000 4, 890ds of the value of $43,400,000. Of these $10,120,
ext,ente;; admitted free, the remainder paying duty to the
to $59 30(;$ 9,600,000. Our imports from the States amounted
Pest, p ,000 of whicn $21,700,000 were admitted free the
hoy, YN8 & tax of $8,130,000. If a Canadian Tory is asked
“Ommep, efends vhis manifest discrimination against British
Yiff in :hhe auswers that Canada is entitled to regulate her
“onfiden,, e way she deems best for herself. Liberals have no
Pringip] © In the N.P., but assent with one accord to the
fi tion‘;Of Canadian interests first, and find in it full justi-
Plete o the more open-handed discrimination which com
Glode, e trade with our neighbors would entail.— loronto
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i '];hliscg“'%ation from the Globe is taken from a long article
kg g 4 %02ks to justfy o discrimination which it would
niteq gt, a to make against Great Britain and ‘in favor of the

i Necesgy, tes. _It m&}<es the point that Britain h(?rself ﬁx.mds
Mationg tl‘y, .at t_'"lfeS, in her treaty arrangements with fore{gn
of the ",u] o diseriminate against Canada, therefore, the wtork?ng
gaingt h: the other way would justify Canada in discriminating.
at Cap, :; Tt would have been but fair if the Globe had shown
fr!!cl-imi,:L flha,d been injured in any way in any go-called
! PPOpo::TOD by Britain against us, and until this is sh.owjn
Tificeg :)lor{ may be doubted. Its postulate that Br}taln
Proye, tha:r interests to her own is untenable ; nor can it be
e Wity our Wfalfare would be greatly promo.ted, b)i fl:ee
Nder 4, htlfe United States, while our trade with Britain,
It the cpc‘“"UmStances, would be but very slightly injured.
AN oty diseriminates against British trade by taxing
'minate“!:es at a higher rate than natural products, it (.hs-
Ameri, 8 in the same way against American trade by taxing
he aten Manufactures at precisely the same rate; and if
ducty » \:lf duty under the N.P. is lower upon ' natural pro-
®rican ‘M’e"e". that may mean, and if under this lower rate
p’“dnees trade is favored, it is because the United Btates
Such products, they being in demand in Canada, while

Britain does not produce them. For instance, Canada con-
sumes large quantities of hog products, but how can it be
said that the Canadian duty upon hog products discriminates
against Britain since Britain is not an exporter of hog products ?
Reference is made to the value of imports into Canada from
Great Britain and from the United States, and that more
revenue is derived from duties upon British than upon Ameri- /
can merchandise. This reference is made to deceive. The
reason why we collect more revenue from British merchandise
is because we buy more of such merchandise from Britain than
from the United States. This merchandise is of a character
that is not produced in Canada and the production of it in
Britain is cheaper than in the United States. On the other
hand the revenue collected upon merchandise from the United
States is comparatively small because a very large proportion
of it is what the Globe calls ““natural products,” the same
being essential to greater or less extent in the manufacturing
industries of this country. Britain does not produce these
articles, therefore, in admitting them at the low rate of duty,
no discrimination whatever is made against Britain.

The Globe should remember this : many of the manufactured
products of both Britain and the United States imported into
Canada are of very similar character; and the reason why
such large quantities of them are imported from the United
States is because they are quite as cheap, or cheaper there
than in Britain, and this incident clearly demonstrates the
value of protection as practiced in the United States, seeing
that under it manufacturing industries have expanded, and

the cost of production lowered to & point where that country

can successfully competé with free trade Britain in the

markets of the world.

There is another view to be taken of this question of dis-
crimination. It is evident that Canada is in no mood to
enter into any arrangements with the United States whereby
there will be any discrimination against Britain. Britain does
not discriminate against Canada, but that is just what the
United States does, as exemplified by a duty of five cents per
dozen upon Canadian, eggs. For years and years Canada has
maintained a standing offer to the United States to have a
free exchange of certain natural products, but the invitation
has not only not been accepted, but hasbeen replied to by exces-
sive duties levied upon most Canadian agricultural products.
But Canada admits American manufactures on the same terms
that British manufactures are admitted, and under this
arrangemerit many millions of Canadian money goes into the
pockets of commercial enemies instead of British friends,

The Globe's plan for overcoming this commercial discrimina-
tion on the part of the United States against Canada is for
Canada to crouch at the feet of the American Government
and beg to be taken under its protecting wing. It wants
to sacrifice those things that Canada holds dear—its self
respect, its autonomy and its British connection ; and these
sacrifices mean the same measure of discrimination against
Britain than now characterizes the McKinley tariff. We,
too, are in favor of discrimination, but not of that character.
The discrimination we would suggest would be for Canada to
adopt the McKinley tariff as against all importations of manu
factures from the United States, while maintaining our

present tarifi’ as against the rest of the world. Surely the



