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deduction from the advantages she en-
Jovs,:for the purpose ol fostering those arts
and manufactures in which she is. defi-
cient'; oven if she does so ab the expense
of (lunnuslnu plohia from trade which go
to swoll the gains of the distributing
rather than (lzc producing classes of the
community.’”

We must give one extract more

“\Wedelude ourselves, therefore, when
we suppose that protection does nol
maintain, in countries like the United
States, “n single indnstry  which would
not exist equally under free trade;’ and
that ¢ the effect ol frec trade would not
bo to extinguish any of those branches
of production in  cither country, but
merely to alter the proportions in which
they are carried on’  Cireab Dritain, in
fuct, does not produce corn so far as it is
profitable to do s0, and then satisly her
remuining wants: by importation, as laid
down by My, Cairnes, - Tler cowrscis very
Sha first buys as chicaply as she
possibly can from foreigners who undersell
hier own producers, and when she can get
nomore £0 cheap, she buys from her own
producers’ at as low a rate as the tem-
porary. supply  and demand and. the
‘higgling of the market’ will got it for
her. This i3 the avowed object . and
cssence of free trade; and il is only
throwing dust in our own eyes {o pretemd
the contrary.

“And so it would be with the iinited
States in the ease of iron and coul only
that the process would more rapidly ex-
tinguish these industries in Ameriea than
wheat-growing: in England, unless the
money cost of labor should fall. Mr,
Cairnes further cites the cise of sueh pro-
duets as lumber and leather, in which he
thinks that Canada has greater resources
than the United States, and that ‘il is
probable’ that - the abolition of the ligh
import dutics now imposed by the latter
country would lead to some re-adjustiment
of the proporiions inwhich the industries
they oceasion " are carried on.! What

does My, Cairnes mean by resources? Does.

hie mean to say that it takes less labor to
cut down a'tree or to Lun a hide in one
place than in. the other, or thut Canada
hias more trees and more hides than the
United States?  In this; as in other cascs,
the fact iz, that any real advantage can
only ‘consist in the  possibility, through
water carringe, cheaper labor, or some
other circumstance, that the lumber or
ihe lides can Le procured for less money
in one place than in the other.

“When writers on economical subjects
make admissions like that of Mr. Cairnes,

where he grants the fact as- undeniable

that over & considerable .gx_\jqb, of manufne-

turing * industry,  Buropean manufactu-
rers are cupable,” under free trade, of
underselling Americans in their own home
market, it is strange thai it should not
oveur to them that those American manu-
facturers well wunderstand  the  cireum-
stanees ot their own business ; and that
it is no consolation to lhe cotlon-spinner
for o failuve to be told that he may grow
the raw material instead of weaving it.”
Our ohject has heen to place hefore our
veaders, in his own langnage, the views of
aovery intelligent and, o far s we cuan
Judge, disinterested abservers and, i we
shoukl snceeed in inducing our readers to
obtain and peruse the entire articlo, our
abject will have I)\,(n .m-

in(-.«l

TRADE WL r l| l‘ W LS’I‘ INDIES.

At the request of Mr. WoJ, Patterson
e give insertion to his lelter on the sub-
Jj ol the West India trade. We e
sorry Lo find that Mo Patterson is still
tboring under w complete misapprohen-

ston as o the question in controversy.
Notwithstunding  repeated  declarations
that our objeet, and that ol our corres,
pondentd, Sir Prancis 11incks, was to point
out diffieuliies in the way of obtaining the
concurience of the West Indin Colonies to
the reciprocad policy advoented by M,
Patterson, that gentleman  persists in
assiing that Sir Fransis Hincks is hime
sell' favorable to the policy on the part of
Canada, which he has merely afivmed, is
desived by the West India planters.” The
utter disingenuousness of Mr. Paiterson in
imputing to Siv Francis Wincks that he
holds sueh views will be apparent trom
the following short quotation from that
gentleman’s letter in our last number:
1 desire to state thai [ have written
“#nothing Nrom which My, Patierson has
#any vight to infer what my views would
“Ne‘as to duties levied in the interest 'of
“ Canada.” The letter proceeded to state
that the writer merely undertook to ex-
plain # the views of the principal plauters
in the West Indies” - We shall not waste
space on any lengthened reference to Mr.
Patterson’s speech ut the Board of Trade
meeting. 1 he did not intend il as a
veply, it would perhaps have bLeen move
judicious tor him not to have refervad to
the subject at-all. My, Datterson delares
that. the adoption of the prineiple of im-
posing a duty on packages © added a hieavy
blow to sugar refining in Canada” It is,
we believe, the fisst time that this change
has been made. . It might have been sup-
poscd that some ropresentation wounld
have been made to the go
this éery heavy blow!

eover this pet grievamee of M. Patterson,

vernment against.
We own that we
“are obtuse cunough nob ta be able to dis-

e refers Lo lox “onthe p.wl\wrcs enelos-
ing certain rofining grades of sugar,” but
surely the tax wus on el packages and,con-
sequently, did not operato injuriously as u
diseriminution against tho refiners. 10 to
12 cents por 100 Ihs, moeans n valuation on
sugar hhds. of §8 cach; a valuation which
will be generally admitied us cxcessive,
My, Patterson seems to be still of opinion
that only “u few West India plunters” en-
tertain the views that wo have attributod Lo
theny, and he deelay

s tiab the sugar pro-
duced by themis “ a very small proportion
of what is vxported by stgar-producing
countries.”  We must remind My, Dt ter-
su i the first place, that in our remarks
un thissihjeet wo'ltve baed reference to the
Dritish West Indis Colonies alone. OF these
tritish Guinna alone produces about one-
thivd af the entive exports, and it is ad-
mittedin asagar refiner’s veport fiunishod
Ly My Daostan that “ the Lulk of the
“ British Gudana crop now comes in e
“farm of crystallived centrilugal st and
fgoes lo the consvmer” We tail to seo the
point of the roeference to the “ aetificinlly
darkened kinds™ ol sngar sent to .»\mcriu:;.
We are quite ready to concede ‘that the
bounty system leads to all Kinds ol frads,
and we dely My, Paiterson to point (o one
line written in this jowrnal hostile to o
policy of counteracting the bounty system
by a surtax. My Patterson has taken
some trouble to prove that English states-
men were apposed to uniform dutics on
sugar us bearing upon revenue. The: re-
port ot Mr., Cardwell's conmiittee hax no
hearing whatever on the present contro-
versy.  Ib did not  satisly the West
Indlians when made, and ihe conclusion
was entirely against M Pattorson
and his friends, inasmuch as it went to
recommend “such an alteration as ghall
# adnit, at lower relative rates of duty, the
“inferior portion of the sugars which are
“ pow Hable to pay 124 Sd, aud 16s. vespee-
“iively.” Iy as Mr, Patterson says, that
report *was founded on the besl of evi-
dence” wa should like to know whether
the “diserimination  established in Eng-
laud before the alolition of the sugar
duties would satisfy - Canadian refiners.

We know that it would not, and. that the
Lmﬂ ol 1868, 50 much umuplnne(l of by
Mr. Dustan, and, if we are not mistaken,
by Mr. Tutterson also, wus much more
favorable to the refiner thau the Bnglish
tariff.” We must complain of Mr. Patter-
son’s utter want of candor in his refer-
ence (o our remurks in our article -in
Novomber:—“"There is veally no obstacle
to trade with the Dritish West Indios at
the present time.?  This remarle was'ap-
plied solely, as Mr, Matterson must know,
to the export trade of Canada, and had




