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ivilI bear an addition everi of 30 per cerit
to prices wiihout hating the Goertnment
and without crying out for any tamper.
ing iith the promises to the public credi-
toi, good faitli with whoni is, aboîve
everything, essential to colonial prosper-
ity. But they are, as compared wvith
Europe; vei'y few, very nuch scattered,
ind very inipatientof direct denands fron
ofliciáls whtoni they. appoint, and tey will
not bear heavy direct taxation, i property
tax, or an income tax, or aî tax tupon.
successions. Suel taxes îiecessariily, if'
contfined to the few, would, on accotut of
their fewness, be excessively ieavy ; and
if extended as in Gernany, to the nany,
would be inordinately expensive and difli-
cult of collection. To collect an incone
tax fron a distant station would cost more
than it was worth. Either, therefore,
money must be raised by indirect taxes-
that is, by makinigeverytinîg, except food,
rather dear, or the colony must b govern-
cd chteaply, and the colonists distinctly
and enpliatically prefer the fornier altIe-
native. They have no notion of c Govern-
ment wlici cat do nothing because it has
no money. Tley want it to do a great
mnany things which cost money to cou-
plete public oks, to bring out emigrnits,
to guaraitee railwnys, to make experi-
ments in every kind of enterprise, and
w'ould rather subscribe under regulations
lor these ends than not secure themn.
lndeed, to speak frankly, il is very doubt-
fui whether, if the revenue were too snall,
the debt would be respected, wlietie- the
interest would not be taxed ot- paiI in
inconvertible paper, a currency craze be-
ing quite as possible in Australia as in the
United States. -Ieavy duties tus be-

coine imperative, and as the cireunstances
of a colony do not adnit of hieavy excise
duties, they must be cuîstomî dutics, which
are easily and cieaply collected, are tnot
felt except in the rise of prices, and, in
the- case of colonies like the Australian,
can hardly be evaded. SmuuggIing, con-
sidering the distances to be traversed by
importers who liad to avoid regular lier-
bours, vould be too expeiensive ait amuse-
ment. In Europe, hIlere the population
is dense and pootr, liglit duties produce
very often more mnoney than heavy duties,
on the principle that twenty penies are
worth moie than a shilling ; but, witl a
comparatively smiall and very'thin polu-
lation, wIici is aiso very well of, Lis is
not invariably the case. The people of
England, for instance, if the duty Oi. t ot
were reduced one-half, tmiglt drink live
Limes as much as before, and so reilli the
Treasury, but the pmeple in Australia
wishing for tea, and buying all they wisih
for, would not, if the tax were reduced,
d-ink live per cent. more.

Ileavy duties being thus, as Australians
think, imperative, ite only question re-
mains viether they should bu placed on
luxuries not produced in tie colonies, ort
on articles producible in the colonies, and
therefore aet as protective duties. The
Australians say they should be protective,
because protective duties in nev countries
tend to loster nultiiorn kinds of industiy.
'thteir statesmen say they are quite aware
that. tley are taxiiig the colsutmner for tie
benefit of the producer, and quite aware
that they are diverting energy froi its
most productive channels but that they
do this deliberately, ralier thant so their

pedple ieduced to tvry few ind vei-y ini-
fori occupations. They say, for instance,
th.at the natural occupations of Victoria
are agriculture, sheep growing, cattle
rearing, ind gold nining, but that these
occupations will not attract all their peo-
ple. Noue of the four attract persons of
weakz physique. None of then absorb
f6nale labour. None of itent give subsis-
tence to that section of rmankind w'hich
cannot, or vill not, labour in the.open air,
whlici is, in fact, apt only for comparative-
ly sedentary work. If the wiole popula-
tion is to be happy and industrious there
nust be varieties of possible Nvoric foir
thei, and to create these varieties the
State rnust aid nascent ,manufactures,
either by advancing capital, whichî the
coloiles cantiot do, or by giving boutnties,
which is ai invidtiots practice, or by
granting so much Protection as shall in-
sue to home manufacturers the commnand
of the home market till they are strong
enough to stand English competition.
Protection, they affirm, is a potr laiw
vorked in a way which prevents its oht-

ject fron feeling pauperized. It is a tax
upon the m 'oity who cultivate, and who,
cultivation being the natural work of the
country, are, therefore, comfortable, for
Vite benefit of those who are too weak to
take to that work, and ivould otherwise be
impoverished LilI they became dangerous
to the tranîquility of Vhe cities and to the
prosperity of the colony. h'lie protective
duties are, in fiet, large bounties deliber-
ately paid in order that cities may grow,
that capitalists may arise who are not
squatters, that the feeble may be fed, and
that civilization meay ake the varied fortm
it assumes in Europe, which is the'Austra-
lian ideal instead of the uniform foirm it
assumes in Asia, vihichi is not their wish.
Tihe Australian statesmenI do not want to
t-le a people of sheplierds, but a people,
as like the people of England as may be,
and for this they and itheir followers are

illing to maike heavy sacrifices. They
ha raither, for instance, tit Melbourne
became a great civilized city, like the
cities of Eastern Europe, than that the
popIlatioi 'of Victoria had no Melbourne,
but were ail a little richer. They are will-
ing to impose and Vo endue conpulsory
subscriptions tovards the existence of

felbourne.
There is a great deal ib te foregoitg

statemîent of Vite causes which have led
the colonists of Victoria to favor n pro-
tective policy tat is applicable to Canada.
Te Economist, although it does not con-

ciui i tie colotmal reasonig on te sub-
ject, bas little hope, if we tmay judge by
the concluding paragraph of his article,
that there is any probability of free trade
being adopted in the colonies et an early
period* The Economist, we are boend to
acknowledge, discusses te subject hi a
much better spirit than Vie Etglisiî press
generally.

It should not be forgotten, in consider-
ing the time during whih the protective
delusioi nay last, that the agricultural
population, vhicli would appear.to be so
iujured by tie colonial formof Protection,
is not quite éo hostile to it as it should be.
It aIso desires tiat many kinds of indus-

try shlotild ý ist. - t imagines that suchel
industries diminisi its own internai comi.
petition, supply it vith a home market
for produce, and enable it, if discontented
with agriculturé, 'Vo find other work. iL
looks to city life as ain alternative, and is
not disposed to- legislate entirely in its
own interest whien all citizens arec main.
taining Viat ·such legislation inuit iees-
sarily be ruinons. 'Tlie agricultr pop-
lition follows the advice of the, urbilai
population ve'y ntuchi, as we see even in
America, wherle onîly the Souîth is leni tily
IoI free-trado," and is very slow to see
that it is specially injuired by the heavy
duties which the maiufactuting Classes
desire, and vhich yield, ot' appea- to yiel 1,
the revenue essential to improvemets.
IL. will take many years to enable Lite
shepherds, stock-farmers, and culivato,,
to see this cleairly, and, meaivIile, power-
fui iiterests aie growing ufp lepeildent
uponi Protection. An entire genertion
lias growit up in America tdevoted to Pro-
tection, niid we greatly feéir it iay be li
equal time--twenty years at least-befire
Ausitralians aint Canadiants weary ci eflirts
to foster artificial iiidusîtries by ieiry
customs luties, or learn to endure the
direct taxation whchiu, titi ii ion

g'owsrl denise, anid liglt diuitie blecomite
p1roiuetive, are the Oitly alternatives. No
light luty vill driu a large revenue fiom
less Vhan a million of souls.

FIRE LOSS APPOlIONMENIS.
In a letter ivhich ie prit in another

colun " Akali, whoi we'iave previis-
ly had the plesure of answering upoi this
very subject, veemiently attacks our
method of alpportioning fosses illustreted
in our issue of the 18Ith Apri, defend-
inîg et the sane Lime the present systeim,
and boldly asserting that, a policy foi $600
upon two ranges covers etch and both lfor
that anount, at one itnd ite saine tilme,
which,.be it understood, wve iever otnce
disputed, buit mtterely wished t Lioint out
the absurdity of such a systemî ; anîd at the
risk of being considered a novice " by
cir correspondent, ive itist repeat. tiiat
thoer is a " gltring incontsisteicy ' ii sp-
posingthat a policy for $S00upon saty i0)()
barreis of flour in two warehouses, in one
of which there are 400 bat-relS and iii the
othio 200,covers te former it the rate of
$1.50 per ba-reI, and the latter it $3.00 !
Tha, the insured I has' foir ee premîiumuî
procured inidemîînity'against the burning
of either one of L twe lo" is exactly waikt
w'e taie exception to, and a blot upon the
preseit mode of dealing vith apportioin-
meitts thought we would renark that the
preniîm has nothing wihatever to do witih
a poIicy's liability. 'Two ollices nay re
ceive a different rate of' premium oi the
same property, but 'such does not alter
their- respective liabilities in event of loss.
Formerly, a merchant in Liverpool having
$20,000 of goods in two floors of a ware-
bouse could, by a policy for $ 10,000, claim
up to that 'atiotmt for loss on either one


