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aîrticle,, th.- princilial n;aterials iiasd heing steel, pi irn
bar ;roll and naiis. 4Nccornîlicl of Chiic.igo, and the
Decrisig Company also, clin evct a ton of pig irait for $9,
wlîile it costs us $10.50 at toit -and titis thougli we lits)
froain the sanie company. Thtis is bccause of lte Canadiaîî
highi tariff. Sinîiilarly w~itl, steel, bar iron, utails, etc.
The cd' Torcnce hcîtweeni thf- C:înadiani duty and te îacw
Antericali duty is very gréat, being nt lenst ici per centt.
hiigier iii Canada. just as $c> is to Sî6..;o so is our
abilîty to compete with Americani maniufaceturers iu
farcign markets si long sas we remain in Canada. NN'
hitc, i repent, citlier to witlîdra%%% from the forcign inar-
kets or go to the United Statcs - an we intcnd to go to
the United States. rThat new I)cmocratic tariff of vours
%vill bendit your country immensciy. l3y ficcing raw
materials it wiIl clie.apen the cost of manufactured articles
both to manufacturer and consume-. lt wilI dr- v to your
side mianufacturîng concernis fro~, Canada who want a
widcr market and an opportunity to manufacture gooc!s
cheaper and more profitably. It is that new tariff which
has attracted us ta vour shores.

0f course th;s matter excited a grcat deal of intcrest in
both countries. The substance of wvhat Mr. Masse), said
wvas sent out as a prcss tclegram in ail directions and
cailed forth many expressions of opinion both favorable
and unfavorât'le as regards the fiscal policies of the two
countries. In fact soon after bis deliverance ta the New
York newspaper man Mr. Mlassey woke up to find bimself
famous or the contrary according ta circuinstances. In
Canada the enemies of protection are making use of the
incident to injure the cause of protection, and unfortu.
nately the friends of protection have thus fair faiied ta
show the real weaknesses of Mr. Massey's contention.
One thing is certain, however, and that i--. that Mr.
Mlassey and lais company are flot enraptured at the expres-
sions of opinion being so frecly spoken regarding them
by newspapers and individuals on the Canadian side of
the liue. 'They have discoverc d that they have blundered
very badly in a matter wbere blundering assumes a chi.r.
acter aimost akin ta crime. With the ingratitude of the
viper that stung tbe bosomn that had waruied it into lfe
and energy, they have denounced the policy that made
them what they are. I et sink who may, their efforts are
ta float -on a sea of prosperity regardiess of th;, necessi-
ties of the %veaker ones who also desire ta live. That Mr.
Massey is t..anscious of the fact of bis having bluudered
is showu in a letter written by him only a few days ago ta
the editor of The Cataract in which be protests that he
had been misrepresented, bis desire evidently being ta
retrace his erraneous steps if possible. Fortunately in
the interest of truth éiuJ of aIl coucerned the editor disa-
vows the possibilit> of any mîsunderstanding in bis inter-
view witb Mr. Massey, and însists upon the.correctness
of the original report.

A noticeable feature in this matter is that the Finance
Minister, Mr. Foster, deemed *tt of sufficient importance
to correct some of the wild statements miade by Mr.
Massey. Mr. Faster shows that wbile the duty on agri-
cultural implements had been reduced from 35 ta 20 per
cent., it is not true that the duty tp>n the raw niaterials
used in that iudustry have nat been reduced. ItiL true that
the duty upon pig *kon was not changed-that it is the sanie
now that it bas becn ever since the TupFer tarif' came int
force-but the duty upon puddIt-4 bars bas been reduced
from $9 per ton ta $5 ; that tbe duty upon bar iran and
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Jst'tl I as hecît redtuccd froil $13 pcr toni to Sao0; Ila.ttlist
irvit and steel tif No. t7 gauge autatiuder ha,1 ktn
rcduiccd front p0 lier cent. :adv'alorc-n ta j per cjnu , thàt
ail forgings of irait and steel formcriy d1iti.tbk, at a

cents Per Pounîd Wce .'cdticeti t 35 per cent., buat jot 1eý
titan Sai pier ton ; tîtat mlalleable castings werc redueej
froni $25 per ton to 2j per cent. advalorem, and tiî;at ctin.
siderabl, rcductions liad aisu becît made iipý j. tail5,
ý;crcs _..îd ail kinds of hardware. INr. Ntnsse% ý%v i
aw a.re of these important tariff reductions at t1i, taaîîche
%va% hcing interviewed by the Aniericuan,~Wpp~rp~
er, ind it was bec'.use luis wild auJdtanreliable sîaînienis
rcgarding the tariff wvre doing mudli mischicf th,~ iiantf
Minister saw proper ta correct themi.

If thc contention of the cnemies of protcctit-ii aN truc
that the duty tipon an article enhances its cot ta the

extent of thc duty, theni it is clear that if the %asey.

the United States, they wouid not bc in as good lpasition
ta manufacture for export as if tbey bad colitintaed in
Canada, for nat ane of the raw materials to which ý1r.
Mfassey alludes but what is rrotected in the United States
even uncler his beloved Dcmocratlc tariff, quite as lhigh or
higher than similar articles are protected in Can:ada ; and
this fact any reader can verify by reference ta the tariffsof
the two countries, as recently reproduced in these pages.

If the Massey-Harris Company really intend to remnove
one of their factories from Canada ta the United States,
it is because of inducements ather than those ntentioned
by the senior member of that conceru. I'f they intend
making the remaval, or even if they do not, thtir actions
indicate that they are ta some degree actuated by a spirit
of spite agaiust the Government because thev f;ailed in
bu«:dozing the Government to either restare the dut> upen
agricultural implenients ta 35 per cent., or to give them
free pig iron, bar iran and steel, as they dernmnded during
the late session of Parlianient, as aîluded ta in these pages
at the tume. _________

THE NA TIONAL POLICY AND EXPORT TR.4DE

The chief reason assigned by Mr. H. A. Massey fer
the desire of the Massey-Harris Company ta transfer ont
of iheir Canadian factories ta the United States wvas that
tbey desired ta increase and extend their export business
in .agricultural implements, and that it that ountry they
couau obtain t1heir raw materials cheaper tlhan iii Can~ada.
If the statem.3nt had rested there na one would have been
justified in objecting ta such a change bcing mnadc; but
wben in support of tke contcmplated move MNr. Nlassey
saw proper ta make assertions cancerning our tariff that
were misleading, and which could flot be vcrified by the
facts, bis praposed action became fuli> open for criticisn.

In this article we Jo not propose ta criticise INr. iNasseY
and his company, but raýher ta showv that there is mucb
truth in the statement - at the United States î.ariff deals
mucb mare favarably wîtb maru'acturers of articles fer
export than the Canadiabi tariff. Under thc Canadian
tariff, where foreign materials are uased in m.tiltf;acturiog
for cxpart, a reimbu.-sement ofcgo pec cent. is miade of the
duties paid upon sucb materials, alway., providcd that sucih
materials are flot of a kind produced in Canada ; while in


