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" imients, fairly say te those of tiielir oppo-
" nents worthy of thcir steel :"-

1've donlee youI have d lon,-taiit's wnuit i cohill,-
inlucel as yo h la n.-. ai's fi imy Coutll r'y."

'l'o those lho believe ini tle iecessity' of
governimient, througli the iistruiientaility
of' party, Mr. Wicksteed's testimxoniy will
be nost eouaging. Besides Il Current
Ev'enta, whieh we imxay teri ih lieading
article of the "Ca n Monnlhiii ii y,'tIere
aie several others deser'ing consider'at ion.
A writer, whose non, defiluane is ' Sordello '
lias made al vigorous onslaughit onx the Newî
T'emperance Act. Hle naintains that the
advocates of prohibition act iii eaich con-
stituency iti concert, aid exercise an
influence lai exeetding what they are
legitinately entitled to, and lie a<îvises
the licensed victuallers ta miilte nid i'-
ganize foi' self-pro tee lion. " Canadensis "
ias furnisled ain interest.ing article on
" Uniforin No-local Time" îwhici Mr.
Sanifoic Fleming thinkis a suiject wî'ell
deserving of liscussion. It would Iot he
possible feo' us te do any justice to this
article in the space wh'liclh we could de-
vote to it, and We shall, therefore, merely
refer te it. as well worthy of' peruisal and
reflection.

TIE SUGAR QUESTION.

Mir. Alexander McG ibbon lias addressed
a letter te the Gazette on the sugar ques-
tion, whicli we reprodice as, frot lis
practical kniowledge of the subject, the
writer is entitled te hlave lis views fairly
conxsidered. We should hope t.Iat there
would iardly be asecond opinion as te the
desirability of' iaving oui o'n sugar re-
fineries at work, and doing a fairly remu-
nerative business. 'T'lhe difliculty is te
settle the amount of enc''uragerieit, or'
we should more properly say protection,
which wrould bc faix' te the consmniers.
The duties fixed by Sir John Rose and Mi.
Tilley in 1868 were thiought by many tee
faviorable to the refiners, but the refiners,
on the other iand, complained that they
were not sufliciently protective. 'lie
producers of the best grocery sugars in
the West lidies complained bitterly of
those duties, which werc intended te
stimuilate the introduction of the low-
priced msuscovadoes te the exclusion of the
crystallized centrifigals. Now, leaving
aside for the moment all discussion as
to whetlier the reiners or their opponents
were right as to the ierits of the tarill'
decided oi by Sir John Rose and Mir.
Tilley, it must be borne in minid thit no
cxange ias been made ii that tar'iff, with
the exception of a reduction oin the lower
grades, which was adnittcd to be favorable
to the refining interests. It may'be doubted
wher, under .the ciricuistances, Mr.

McGibbon is justified iii designating the
prescrit tiriff n sugar as "a new sys-
tem. Therefi i non foi' .'t con-
siderable tima uiir thei preseit taîriffs,
and, ne doubt, w'ould have contitiued to do
se but foi the incease of boulity grinitd
by the United States, and for the frands
perpetrated undel the coloi test. Now
we have iiviriably contended that the
United States bounties should haive been
met, by a countervailing uty, wliih would
liave rectually redressed the grieyance
complained of by the refinlers ,as regards
the introduction of what Mir. McGlibbonî
teris " AIerican whites.'" Ou dilliculty
is this: we believc that the " Scotch
yellowi sugari" competes in the Canxadiain
market. with the " Ancrican whites"
witIi advan tage. Now lot us, foir arî'gu i mein t
sakc,assume thaIt by a countervailinîg duty,
which we have alays idvocated, wie
sicceeded in excluding the " Aierican

ites." Hlow should wre deal witi the
Scotch yellows ? As-far as regards tiiat

sugar it cannot be contended thiat eitlici
flic late o i the present goverminent is
chargeable withl neglect. That slgar
comles te Canada subject te full duties
and iithoiut the benefit o' drawback, and
Our refineirs have no reason to coqmplain
of it.' We fail to comoprelend how MIr.
McGibbon proposes to deal with the
Scotch yellow sugar, which is largely con-
sumed lu Canada. We cai coiceive of
no reason except the establishment of a
system of bontires oni exportation, that
would justify a larger ineasure of protec-
tion than talit whiich noiw exists, and
which was suflicient te en'able cii' sugar
refineries te supply the consiliners foi' a
large period of years. Unfortunately, Mr.
Mc(iibbon's letter is obviously intended
to serve a political obiject.

\Ve shall net follow him into tlat dis-
cussion. The sugar question is cone sur-
rounded with dilliculties, and is toc in-

portant te be dealt with merely with
reference te the-political contest of the
day. It appears that Scotel sugar re-
finers, witliout protection of any hl-ind,
aire able te furnisih an article whiich Mr.
McGibbon assures us contailns onlly 65 per
cent. of sugar, while our ownî refiners,
according te the saine aitithority, furniishied
us witl "pire sugar '. Now it secens
beyond doubt that I pure sugar "' cannot
be sold as chîeap as ani article containing
only 65 per'cent. f s"ugar, and yet ou con-
suniers prefer hie cleap and bad article.
Toc our mind the inference te be drawi
fron Mr. McGtibbon's letter is that Cana-
lian sugar consuiners have a Lmost de-
praved taste. They will have Scotch
yellow sugar in prefcreince te the pure
sigar. of their own refiners, but we fai.to
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eoiiprehteind low a remedy is te be applied
We puiblisli Mr. Mcribbon s lotter, and
wve elitirely coieur i iis opi iion talit flih

Seoit yIllows and Il Ameriia lites"
are not <hî'serviig of the patronîage of the
piblie, but, altlhoigih w ie t.hink the
" Ainericai whites'' n might be kep t out,
wvithoult an1y sacri lice of priiniple, ie con -
fess tiit îwe have iot yet seen anily easihe
plani of' prevenitiig the conslimiptioli of
" seotchi vellows ý- bY thio., who prefert

TheIre s io Iter example Of the error'
Of popiular beliefs thai that rspecting
bhe aduitlterationi of sigare.We ail iave
hicard and read lunerous ncotes of'
piouîs grocers wolic mixed sand with their
sigars, a statcniiit as lackiig in truth as
that of t lic basswoI'od hains '" and

woodei nitimegs " of Our Yaikee neigh-
bors. 'Iler is scarcely any article of
food so free fron sdilterationI as sugar,
and ire belieive tiat no imealis lave hitiher-
to been discovered for adulterating what
is kiown as white I gi.anulated." Sait 'is
used te a sliglit extcuît in Scotch refiied,
the light brown article knowni as coflee
sugar in Ontario. 'Tlie report of the
departnent of Iniand Revenue shows that
the three samples furnisled in October,
1876, te the Toronto anxalyst by WMi. Cass-
well of that city, all contained comimlon
saIt ; the first a I crushed sugar," ten per
cenît., the second, a mere trace (fromt
bottoin of saine barreIl), the third, Musco-
vado sugar, 1.7 per cent. of coimmnon salt.
Tliese statements are crepeatecd in the
report foi' 1877, recently issued. Samiples
were obtainecd in January, 1877, fron the
following Toronto firmis, Cr'amip, Torrances
& Co., Smith & Keiglhley (2 samples), F.
Morrison, Frank Smith & Co., and W.
Ruisay & Co., of each cf which it was
reported, 4l It contains no injurious sub-
stance." Oftlx twelve samples examiined
in Mon treal in Deccimbei, 1876, two con-
tained lvulose or inverted sugar, sup-
plied by Kinlocl and by Baird & Ki-
naird. Cibb, Laird & Co. supplied five
sainples, all of wiich werc pure; those
supplied by W. R. Ross & Co., Reford
Bios. and others wyere also free fron ad-
mixture. The sugars aialyzedi in Mont-
real contained a very high percentage of
cane sugar as compared with those ex-
anmined ii otherplaces, with the exception
of that supplied by W'hiteiead &' Turner,
and by Ross & Co., of Quebec,wliiclh verc
aleso up te the higiest standard. it woulkt
be interesting tc knlow if this pure caie
sugar was the product of the Redpath re-
Iiiiery w'lhi had ceased operations onlly a
short tine before, and why all the sauples


