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and liberal system of bounty to that industry were
opted, it would in a few years develop the production of

hoiiade sugar, which would, to a very large extent, or

entirely obviate the necessity of importing sugar from abroad.

it is now we pay several millions of dollars annually to
sustain the sugar industry in foreign countries, while if we
41ade our own sugar that money would be distributed at home,

a&ndtO'more numerous classes of labor than is done by any

ther industry in the country.

DISCRIMINATION.

it 189 the commerce of Britain with foreign countries and
t ber Own possessions amounted to £685,000,000, cf which

that With British North America (Canada and Newfoundland)
.nto Only £19,000,000. Britain herself finds it necessary

discr. es, in her treaty arrangements with foreign nations, to

of brinate against us, that is, we are not included in some
Ofer trade conventions. She sacrifices our interests to tber

Which are of vastly more importance. This rule ought te
ork both ways. If our welfare would be greatly promoted

ifree trade between us and the States, and Britain's but very
arehtly injured why should we be denied the boon? What

we here for if not to do the very best we can for Canada?

The N.P. discriminates against British trade by taxing manu-

1"etures at a higher rate than natural products, and thus

e"ting the Americarn off more lightly than the British
rter.Last year we imported for home consumption

000 sh goods of the value of $43,400,000. Of these $10,120,
ee admitted free, the remainder paying duty to the

ýteOf$9,600,000. Our imports from the States amounted
rot $ 2 ,300,000 of whicn $21,700,000 were admitted free the

0at Paying a tax of $8,130,000. If a Canadian Tory is asked

eho 'e defends tbis manifest discrimination against British

tarigmerce he answers that Canada is entitled to regulate ber
infl the way she deems best for herself. Liberals have no

p *dence in the N.P., but assent with one accord to the
ciple of Canadian interests first, and find in it full justi-

Þ e n for the more open-handed discrimination which com
e, free trade with our neighbors would entail.- Poronto

This 'uotation from the Globe is taken from a long articled

Whch it seeks to justify a discrimination which it woùld
ike Canada to make against Great Britain and in favor of the

ittd eStates. It makes the point that Britain herself finds

atissary at times, in ber treaty arrangements with foreign

, to discriminate against Canada, therefore, the working
the ule the other way would justify Canada in dis-riminating.

""st l ber. It would have been but fair if the Globe had shown

dC aniada had been injured in any way in any so-called

diFer"niation by Britain against us, and until this is shown
OPosition may be doubted. Its postulate that Britain

p rifl008 Our interests to ber own is untenable ; nor can it be

n that our welfare would be greatly promoted by free
Witb the United States, while our trade with Britain,

Ssuch circumnstances would be but very slightly injured.

h N.P. discriminates against British trade by taxing

ures at a higher rate than natural products, it dis

eia in the sanie way against American trade by taxing

the ra manufactures at precisely the same rate; and if

df duty under the N.P. is lower upon Inatural pro-

rie atever that may mean, and if under this lower rate

an tracle is favored, it is because the United States

such products, they being in demand in Canada, wbile

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 f rom 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

f rom 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 a point where that country

can successfully compete with free trade Britain in the

markets of the world.
There is anether 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 has been replied to by exces-

sive duties levied upon most Canadian agricultural products.

But Canada admits American manufactures on the saie terms

that British manufactures are admitted, and under this

arrangement 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 tarif. We,

too, are in favor of discrimination, but not of that character.

The discriniiiiation 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 tariff as against the rest of the world. Surely the


