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''RADE WITH TIE WEST INDIES
AND SOUTII AMERICA.

We bave received a copy of an interest
ing letter, acidressedi by Mr. Patterson,
Secretary to the Board of Trade and te
the Cora Exehansgo As'sociation, on the
subject of our commercial relatiions wvitis
the British Colonies and Foreign Colonies
and nations in the Tropics. XVe only do
justice to Ms-. Patterson wheu vo ackno-
ledge the. value et his couti-ibutionîs on
subjects relating te trade and coinerce.
We are, moreover, net disposed te dotract
from his merit in collecting and ar-ransginsg
a mass of informationi, vliich wsill no douîbt
lead to a thorough consilerations of the
questions inscribed et the head of hls let-
ter, viz., Wiat is tie commercial ou t-

look ? " Can tiere be ai enilai-gemseit
of Our trado relations vith the West
lndies and Sotuth Ame-rica ?' We musat,

however, coifcss tliat ve are net con-
vinced that Mr. Patterson lias given a
satisfactory answer in the afiriative to
the second and most important of his
queries, and as the subject is one which,
ln doimon prudence, requires the gravest
consideration from practical men, we shall
ventura tdo offer sone suggestions whicl

-we have no doubt ivill be taken in god
part. We are iuable te coneur viti Mr.
Patterson li lis opinion that it is possi-

ble to discuss suds a subjeet as that which
he has brought to our notice " withont re-
fe-enceto class interests orparty relations
of any kinc," os- without introcucing the
questiois of ' protection ailn free trade.,
It will bc fonnd, iv approhend, that

"protection te class interests" has not
been ivithouît its influence on the trade
relations with the )Vost India Colonies.
Mr. Pattersonl quotes with approbation a
paragraph frein the instructions o tie
West India Colnmissioners, said te have
been prepared by Sir Alexander Galt, and
vhiclh conveyed te tliem an assurance
tiat tlis government would be prepar-

ed te reco-mnend te Parliament the re-
duction or even the abolition of any

tcustoins duties now levied on the pro-
"ductions ef those countries if corres-
psonîclin.ff our were shown to the sta-

c pies .of Britishs North Aimerica lin their
" markets.' We have italicized the words
" corresponding favour' wili clearly in-
dieated the viewrs of the Canadian Govern-
ment of 1865, and whic-1 led te serions-
difliculty in England. It is desirable te
call Msr. Pattersoi's spocia attention te
tbis point, because one of the difiiculties
whici lie secems te imagine stands in the
way of commnercial intercourso is the want
of uniforimity of enstoins tarifrs. Now all
the colonies referred te by M r. Patterson
are practically independent as te their
fiscal policy, and it may bo added that
nothing like "protection" is knoivi or
advocated in any of them1. hie tariffs
are strictly foi- revonue pui-poses, and
with certain niodifications, te bo noticed
later, the Caniadian tariff on West liidia

produets is likewise foi rovenue. If th 
instructions given te the West lndiaCom.
inissioners could bave ben carried into

practical effect, the .West india Colonies,
would have sacrificed a large revenue by
admitting Canadian . mantufactures and
prodcts duty free, as the mllnperial.
Governînent wouliid net iave consented tos
tleisr imnposing difforential duties against
ber ow-n subjects and foreigners with whom
Great Britaii hia.5 conunercial treaties.
Canada again vould have sacrificeod its
sugar duties, nid w-ile serions eibarrass-
monts would have resilted both te
Canada and te tie West lIndies from this
suicidal policy, it votild have lied noe
effect whatever on the question of trade
relations. Indeed se absurd an arrange-
ment vas never coiiteinplated by Sir
Ale:ander Galt. What lie desired was
that Canada should extend "favour" te
the West India colonies, vhiich lu return
should extend their i.favour " te Canada
ii other Nvords Canada would admit the
sugar, rum and Molasses duty free frons
stch coloniçs as shoul admit Canadian

flour, pork, fishs, lumber, &c., duty freeg
both the contracting parties continuing
the exising dutîca ai 1Sinilar articles
when imported froin conuntries net enter-
ing into the compact. Now, wlhatever
Great Britain înay perimsit Canlada te do
most assuredly, it will noit tolerate differ
ential duties in the West India Colonies,
and this the comnissioners vere clearly
given to uncle'stand in 1865 by the Secre-
tary of State for the Colonies. Mr. Patter.
son afliins tiat a "'reciprocal imodifica-
tion " like thatsuggested by SirAlexander
Galt "seemîs te be requi-ed.' Nov vo
ai'e coipelled te join issue an this point.
Reociprocity in trade with tie West indies
is wholly out of the question, althsougih wve
IsOtice thsat the iminiltoni Board of Trade
lias adopted a resolution favorable to it.
We have already noticed thlat no duties
are imposed i thòse colonies, save for
revenue puposes. The effect then of
any Ilmodification " sncb as Mi. Patterson
suggests would b simply te encourage
Canadian imports at the cost of tie trea-
siiry whicl could only be recouiped by
direct taxation. When the Caiadian Comn-
imissioiers visited the West Indies they
fond thai intenise dissatisfation was fti
et the tariff then i force in Canada, and
whichs ias been coitiisued witl little
chaisge up to tIe presenst timse. The mode
of levying a duty on sugar liasalvays beein
a most vexed question, and lias beei finial-
ly solved ii Englandby the total abolition
of the stigar duties ; a ineasure syhich
could hardly be follouved lui Canada, hav-
ing reference ta the public requirements
and the ainount of the tax. While the
dity vas lovied lis England according 30
the I)uteh standard, tie planters iu
Briiisi Guian and other colonies,
producing sugar of the best quality,
contended that it was unfai to tax their
good article higier per lb. than the sugar
made by the common process. The
answer te this vas that it wvould be stili
more unfair te tax an article containing a
great quanstity Of moilasses and dirt at .tho
sale rate as the vaciuin pan sugar.
In Great Britaiin the refiner-s coitencded
for the sliding scale, vhile 1 grocers
were for the .uniform rate. It vas not
likely ti1it planters, who hald been con-
tonding with the liperial Governîment
for years te obtain uniforms duties on their
sugarsvould be satisfied withi the Canadian
tariff vhich iiposed net only an ad valo-
rein, btit a lovesr specific duty on the raw
sugars, viich they did not produce. Mr-
Patterson must bevell aware that tie
Cansldian duties srui.e impased iii the
interest of the sugar refiners, and
lis ivnn delibeate opinion, is thai "the
5 Most satisfactoy and equitable m(etiod


