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# ments, fairly say to those of their oppo-

“ nents worthy of their steel :*—

“ 1've doneus yoi have done,—~that's what | (onl(l,
lnducedm you huve been,—that's formy country,
Ta those who believe in the necessi v of

government, through the instrumentality

of party, Mr. Wicksteed’s testimony will
be most encouraging.  Besides ¢ Current

Tvents,” which we may term (he leading

article of the ¢ Canadian Monthly,”” there
are several others deserving consideration.
A writer, whose nowm de plune is ¢ Sordello?
has made a vigorous onslaught on the New
Temperance Act. Ile maintains that the
advocates of prohibition act in each con-
stituency in concert, and exercise an
influence f{ar exceeding whal they ave
legitimately entitled to, and le advises
the licensed victuallers to unite and or-
ganize [or self-protection. ¢ Canadensis
has furnished an interesting article on
“ Uniform Non-local Time?” which My,
Sandford Fleming thinks a subject well
deserving of - discussion.. {{ would not be
possible for us to do any justice to this
article in'the space which we could de-
vote toit, and we shall, therefore, merely
refer to it as well worthy of perusal and
reflection.

TIE SUGAR QUESTION.

\Iv’ Alexander Mc(tibbon has addressed
a letter to the Gluzefle on the sugar ques-
tion, which we reproduce =as, from. his
practical. knowledge of the subject, the
writer is entitled to have his views fairly
considered. - We should hope that there
would hardly be asecond opinion as tothe
desirability of having our own sugar re-
fineries at work, and doing a fairly remu-
nerative  business. The diffienlty is to
settle the amount of encruragement, or
we should more properly say protection,
which would be fair to the consumers.
The duties fixed by Sir John Rose and Mr.
Tilley in 1868 were thought by many too
favorable to the refiners, but the refiners,
on the other hand, complained that they
were . not sufficiently protective.” The
producers of the best grocery sugars in
the ‘West Indies complained bitierly of
those duties, which were intended  to
stimnlate the introduction of the low-
priced muscovadoes to the exclusion of the
crystallized centrifugals.  Now, leaving
aside for theé' moment all discussion as
to whether the refiners or their opponents
were right as to the merits of the tarifl’
decided on by Sir:-John Rose and Mr.
lilley, it must be borne in mind that no
change has been made in that tarift, with
the exception of a reduction.on the lower
grades, which was admitted to be favorable
to the refining interests. Tt may be doubted
whether,: under.the circumstances, Mr.

 MeGibbon proposes to

MecGibbon is justified in designating the
present turilf’ on sugar as “u new

: sys-
tem.!

The refineries went on for s con-
siderable time under the present tarifts,
and, no doubt, would have continued to do
s0 but for the increase of bounty granted
by the United States, and for the fraunds
perpetrated under the color test. Now
we have invariably contended that the
United States bounties should have been
met by a countervailing duty, which would
have effectually redressed the grievance
complained of by the refiners as regards
the introduction of what Mr. Mc(iibbon
terms “ American whites.” Our difficulty
is this: we believe that the *Scotch
yellow sugar” competes in the Canadian
market with  the # American - whites ”
with advantage. Now let us, for argument

- sakeassume that by a countervailing duty,

which we have always advocated, we
stceeeded in excluding the “ American
whites.” How should we deal with the
¥ Scoteh yellows 7 2 As-far as regards that
sugar it cannot be contended that either
the late or the present government is
chargeable with neglect. That sugar
comes to Canada subject to full duties
and without the benefit of drawback, and
our refiners have no reason to cemplain
of it. We fail to comprehend how Mr.
deal with the
Scotch yellow sugar, which is largely con-
sumed in Canada. We cun conceive of
1o reason except the establishment of a
system of bounties on exportation, that
would justify a larger measure of protec-
tion than that which® now exists, and
which was suflicient to enuble our sugar
refineries to supply the consumers for a
large period of years. Unfortunately, M.
McGibbon's letter is obviously intended
to serve a political object.

We shall not follow him into that dis-
cussion. The sugar question is one sur-

‘rounded with difliculties, and is too im-

portant to be dealt with merely with
reference to the: political contest of the
day. It appears that Scotch sugar re-
finers, without protection of any kind,
ave able to furnish an article which Mr.
MecGibbon assures us contains only 65 per
cent. of sugar, while our own rvefiners,
according to the same authority, furnished
us with “puwre sugar’”. Now it seems
beyond doubt that “ pure sugar’’ cannot

be sold as cheap as an article containing -

only 65 perieent. of sugar, and yet our con-
sumers prefer the cheap and bad article.
To our mind the inference to be drawn
from Mr. McGibbon’s letter is that Cana-
dian sugar consumers have a most de-
praved taste. They will have Scotch
yellow sugar in preference to the pure

sugar of their own refiners, but we fai to.

campreliend how ar(-.medy is to Le applied
We publish Mr. Metiibbon's letter, and
we entirely concur in his opinion that the
“#Beoteh yellaws ¥ and “ Ameriean whites™
are not deserving of the patronage of the
publie, but, although we think the
¢ Ameriean \\hltes” might be kept out,
without any sacritice of principle, we eon-
foss that wehave not yet seen any feasible
plan of preventing the consuniption of
#8coteh yellows™ by those who prefer
the article.

FOOD ADULTERATION (3).

fhere is no Letler example of the error
of popular beliefs than that réspecting
the adulteration of sugar. We all have
heard and rend numerous anccdotes of
pious grocers who mixed sand with their
sugars, a statement ag lacking in truth as
that of the ¢ basswood hams? and
# wooden nuimegs ' of our Yankee neigh-
bors. There is searcely any article of
food so free from adulteration as sugar,
and we believe that no means have hither.
to been discovered for adulterating what
is known as white ¢ gianulated.” Salt is
used to a slight extent in Scotch refined,
the light brown article known as coftee
sugar in Ontario. The report of the
department of Inland Revenue shows that
the three samples furnished in October,
1876, to the Toronto analyst by Wm. Cass-
well of that city, all contained’ common
salt ; the first a “ erushed sugar,” ten per
cent., the second, a mere trace (from
bottom of same barvel), the third, Musco-
vado sugar, 1.7 per cent. of common salt,
These statements are repeated in -the
report for 1877, recently issued. Samples
were obtained in January, 1877, from the
following Toronto firms, Cramp, Torrances
& Co., Smith & Keighley (2 samples), F.
Morrison, Frank Smith & Co., and W,
Ramsay & Co., of each of which it was
reported, It contains no injurious sub-
stance.””  Ofthe twelve samples examined
in Montreal in December, 1870, two con-
tained levulose or inverted sugar, sup-
plied by Kinlock and by Baird & Kin-
naird. - Gibb, Laird & Co. supplied five
samples, all of‘ which were pure; those
supplied by W. R. Ross & Co., Reford
Bros. and others were also free from ad-
mixture. The sugars analyzed in Mont-
real contained a very high percentage of
cane sugar as compared. with those ex-
amined in other places, with the exception
of that supplied by Whitehead & Turner,
and by Ross & Co., of Quebee,which were
also up to the highest standard. 1t would
be interesting to know if this pure cune
sugar was the produet of the Redpath re-
finery whic¢h had ceased operations only a
short time before, and why all the samples



