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Canadian c on.sumers, and lie placed half athe Americans would gire the sugar refin-
cent <n sugar that he knew they could not cries ; and at the close of that contest where
escape, and when they take a drink of whis- %,ere the sugar relAneries placed-? They werc
ky they have to contribute another 20 per given one-eighth of one per cent of duty extra
cent to the purpose of creating this revenue. on refined sugar inposed'for Uîeir protec-

31r.JEAN-NTTE- Tat i no euuiri. ion' instead of (64 cents per 100l pounds
Mr. ANNOTE. Tat is no Canada. they were oly aloi
Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I have no ob- cents per 100 pouuds. We ontimes

jection to the whisky nien contributincg it. reach results botter by comparison. For tle
But I have to draw your attention, Mr. k-sv three inths the dividend of the Ame-
Speaker. to this, that if the principles ex- rican sugar trust, with that protection of
pounded by le Finance ainister in the 121/1 cents per 100 pounds, was 3 per'cent in
early and callow years of his political life the quarter on a capital of $75.000.000, and
vere correct. w-e are making it more and experts on the Aierican side say the whole
more diiticult every year for the people of of the sugar eould be reiiîîod with aplant
the Dominion to reacli iat point which thet costing ovor $15,000.000. Yet one-ciglifl
hon. gentleman fornerly said meant the well- o£ one per cent gives a sufcient returii
being of the people, wiping out this revenue w pay 011this enorinous caital 3 per cent
fron liquor and prohibiting its consumption per quarter, or 12 per cent per annuni.
in our midst. That is the direction in whiclrhOur refiners tre protected to neari'

we are drtiting. 1W" times that amount. and instead of get-
But this dues not cover the whole ting $312.500. as the Amerin extra

of the question. I want to draw at- tion to Uhe trust would give thein ourin-
lention to the difference between the policy ports of suar, they romived $1A3*0'.) îpr-
4bt the Libera..Lls ani the National Pol- teellon fromi thfis Governînent. Thiel tisa
iey. and 1thinlthesugar question willhue ofAmeans wbetween the policy repre-
illustrate it about ase effectively as anythin r ie ad on this sie of thae flouse awithe
1 eail)rt-swiit to tlie Ilouse. Th Anericans eethsic ug represeinted by rion. gentlemen oppo-

uuuî<er Uiey Act of 1891., struck off sile. g en donof object p bearin fty ebut-
ihie duty on raw sugar aiid sugars up to dni dssuriicient foorthieeessnry niainte-

.\'o. 16) Dutc-standard, andi left.the dut3 of t iven nd Cforand expenditre of this country
aif a cent peŽr jound on re1ined sugar for t esaret iling to u carry te burdens nees-
he benefit of the Àareric-an sugrar trust. say to pay btterest o our publi Fet

At oie operation they took IS60.00O.001) of hîe-avy as it is ; we 'are willimg to bear thet
taxes off t1wir people. Wlîa«gltsis the position 1hrdens imposed for Uivnecesosary the
to-day of the-.u gar tarli trhere in Canada ? expenditugre, but u e are not willing to be-
Does theflicha cnt a poundg g into the e curde pbearrs for specially protecte i
trc'asury represcîit the arnount of duty that industries after luis fashion.
the peopleof this country pay for thcir re- Hon. gepe temenropposite say theat f holra 4e

ted sugar. e No. e have another tax. and as spoken of in Britain is impractieabie lieita .
it does not corne out 0f itherIfor yself, ae I speak for eyseig.hthy '
it' cornes out of itue consiners of sulgar lu are perfectly willin.g to bear'the burdeuls 1im-Ltisfadditiona on posed on our gods by a tifethat ien-

C',,todapayion this64cennOrmostaitl3prcn

S100 pounids. Fo0r the protection of 1 able'us to neet our current expenditures
wioniwTheereaut so long as I arn ie a position to protes

Canadian reluiner f sugimar. Let us a'pply Ifwil protest amout.st beinst aled on gt-
that to thue sugIr npo rts of hast seasouimaintai thiedustries thuat ca ot stand ou

af se how it will operate. Wtimported their own legrs. On this point Tdesire t)
iy round num btrs a hittle ove si 300.000, : iaw the attention of the House to au article
pousadst f raw sutar feiviy94. Say that t),- printed on the " Mail " a short tind ao.an

000,.000 -%vent direct into fanuily consuniption organ thduit cannot 1* ae':'u.s"d "f .4iiu
for ordinary purposes,.ani that 250.000,00 ) towards popuar sentiment. anteeis oape
of tuat importation passed throug 1 the hands printed ter'it becane the oan of the

f the refu ers. What is the result of to Governuinent. It is as necs
application 0f' tiis systeni of prôteetionw to-
day ?S ur, the MKinlefy t.arif, as a oiThe 'plea of those who want to locate new-
enlue for cen e reenue forh e suar coers here at any cost is. that we cannote-

truf, s uowhre.itis lotlu'it;andI wllpeet theni to corne unless Inducenients ar-e offert-'i.Ts policy nas been sutlcienty' illustrated e,taxe of thi pe. 25,000.000 poundsof Ontaro. Again and again ithasbeen necessar
ay ougaiported into Canada hast year. for the egilature to do sornething to check th

Thea protectipnto the refuner on that sugart viie
uu'der the America tariff would have bee There ave been poripatetic industres, thpro-
$1250.00o . What is it uderite taritf we prietors lfwhihn Isooed out for a ",sgood bonu.
Ure 4prt, ur odaN estîî tarted their milîs, worked up the subsidy, and

it comes ot of, iethconsumers Nof esugta n aepretl iln t-erte udn m

Canada-i00. tsu x of4en thaddigtionaonthen looked ou g"for fresh ffelds and pastures
eery000 onas . suFmer then flicilttsioa e unew.s

whom ? n consumer ?s nt If the natural amd commercial advantages o a
it took d stinuber to sttle thee question. the place are Hot sufficient to attraet o anufacturin

dfficaultyvs over fti mount of protection enterprises, it had btter wait 11 they are.
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