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United States have nevertheless increased,
while those'from Great Britain have fallen
ofnearly ‘14 millions. . We now. come to
a leading - Cana i, manufacture,’ viz.,
“ boots and shoes.”  In 1873 the imports

of these articles from Great Britain ex-

ceeded. those from the United States by
nearly 50 per cent. In 1877 the imp‘orts
from Cireat Britain were little over one-

third of those of 1873, while tlrose {from.

the United States had increased over four
fold, The aggregate importations were
about double what they were in 1873,
& Paper? s in the same category: In
1873 . the imports of. paper from Great
Britain: wore over 50 pericent. in excess
ol those from the United States,. whilein
1877 the imports from the United States
were fully 75 per cent. in excess of those
from: Great Britain. In ¥ stationery *?
although the- change has not been so
remarkable it has been sufliciently in-
structive. "In 1873 the United Stutes sup-
plied us with about. 13 per cent. of our
ageregate imports of stationery while
Eaogland supplied 87, while last year
Great Britain supplied 51 per cent. and
the United States 49, The next article

that we shall- notice ‘is “small wares,”
udder which ‘head . there was an’inecrease.

ol imports in 1877 over 1873, The imports

from G ub Brlhun, ho\\ever declined,:
while those from: the. Umted States were
considerably  in excess. - In 1873 they
were 9 per cent. of the total imports; and
in 1877 mearly” 30 per. cent.. We shall

close this tedious notice. with a reference .

to ““woollens,” the most important branch
of our imports in the:.l7} per cent. list.

We have alveady noticed the great reduc. -

tion in.the aggregate imports of woollen’
goods in 1877 as comp'u'ed with 1873, but
this was entively in- the: unpoxts from
Great- Britain, those from . the :United
States being very largely inexcess; having’
gone up from '$135,000 to upwards of
£500,000. 'We fear that we shi all - have

‘tlmost, exhausted the p'\t\em,e of . our:

l'(un.(lers with so many figures, but there is

one . more  comparison . that - we- Lllll)]c’

shiould: be drawn ' between the trade: of:
1873 and 1877, In 1873, whiclhiwas ‘the
Year of thelargest trade, the aggregate

‘unports from Gireab Britain were $08,459,-

774, and: from the United States'$47,731,

746, In 1877, the aggregale imports from .
_(h-ndb']hil.\iﬁ were, £39,572,239, and from
the United States $51,309,479. :
able goods unporLed from Great Britain
in 1873 were - $47;443,203 ‘and from the:
United ‘Smtea $16, 678 ,805, swhile in 1877 .
. the "dutiable’ gdods from . Great- Brxtam»‘
76-and. from the United
The free "oods from -
Great Brilain’ .unounted lo $"I 01(3,-)11

were $02,91(>
States .$23,520,846. .

The duti-:

and from the United Statesto $31,052,941
in 1873. In-1877 the free goods from
Great Britain’ were $6,655,163 and from
the United States $27,798,638. - We can-
not close this notice of the trade returns
without bearing testimony to the con-
tinual efforts of the commissionar of cus-
toms, “Mr. Johnson,-to improve the re-
turny; and to give a good deal of valuable
information in a sep(\m.le form in his
report. :
TIE BUDGET.

The Finange Minister's statement has
been made, and has beén criticized at con-
siderable length, and on the whole in &
good ‘spirit by Dr. : Tupper.  The two
political parties” havé fairly joined issue
on the question of the fiscal policy of the
country, and it may'be hoped that the
tendency will be to diminish the per-
sonal asperity whicliVellaracterize the
debate on the address. . The speech of the
Finance  Minister will: ‘probably cause
neither surprise mnor’ disappointment.
The deficits were well known; and it was

hardly expected that any new scheme of .

taxation would be-proposed during the
last session of & Parlinnent. It may be
inferred from the language of the Finance
Minister- that e - is .ot opinion, that wo
have seen - the worst;-and :thdat .there is

‘reasoun. to hope. that -the révenue of  the:
‘eurrent year will be suflicient to meet
“the expen(htm-e.

e entertains  similar
expectations with regard to'the year for
which supplies’ have now“to " be voted.

“We' sincerely hope that: these anticipa-

tions may be'realized, but we cannot shub

“our ‘eyes .totlie dangetof permitting '

successive. deficits’ withont providing ad-
ditional : revenue. "\[r Cartwright - him
self is. evidently not blind to the danger
to ‘which we have adverted, for he has
dealt with it in’ the followm" passage | of

his speech’:—

¢ Now, Sir, under these ulcdmatances,
it may: noL unuatur ally be asked by some
mewmbers of this House whether it would
not be advisable, in view of the fuct thab
we have now had for two years consider-
able .deficits, to adopt such 1)recautxons
as would render it 1mpos:,1ble for another
deficit to .confront us-in this year.  Well,

Siry - I would say at. once that if we pos--

sesscd in Canada any, tax, fair 1y, equivalent
to the income tax now in use in Bngland,
probably . I would not hesitate to 'ulvxse
the ITouse to have recourse to that means
of increasing the revenue in some degree,

" that being a tax which can be raised or
lowered \\'mh a minimum of - disturbance

to the \m'lous commercml mtereqts of the

“country.”’

It is. true that we' lmve no t'1\ in this
ounbry of - the same-character. as’ “thie

income: ta\, but there is always'a mode of -
- inereasing the revenue wahout cre'tlm"

s

“and- its

any serious disturbance to the commenr-
cial inlerests of the country and without
rendering. it necessary for the CGovern-
ment to depart from that fiseal policy to
which it is pledged.

We readily admit that it would be un-
reasonable to -expect. the Government,
during the last session of a. Parliament to -
make material changes in the tariff, but
when it is borne in mind that it is on all

‘hands ‘admitted that it is expedient to

raise a congiderable portion of the revenue
by customs’ dubles, we can discover no
objection to a uniform inicrease to those
duties in' the form of a percentage sulli-
cient to raise the amount required. Such
an incroase to the customs revenue.was
sanctioned by Parliament in 1870, and
was not el with the - objections that
wera” raised to specific duties on particu:
lar articles. The addition of 10 per cent.
to all ihe customs. duties. would give’
nearly $1,400,000 ndditional revenue with-
oub \'101'1Lmrr any principle whatever, and
it- could “be reduced either to 5 per
cent. or tiken off' nltogether precisely as
the income tax in England ean’ be.in-, -
creased or reduced according to: cireums-
stances.  Such a tax would have removed |
in all probability the danger of a deficit
during the current or next; year, and even -
i the revenue of those ‘years should be !
adequate to mieet the .expenditure,  the
deficits which’ have “already occurred
would Justify the increase. . .

We are sorry, and entively without 1'cfer
ence to thoe genoral question of the fiscal

~policy of the Government, that some step.

has not ‘been taken to increase the re-
venue, and’ thus to  prevent ' tlie’ pos-

sibility of any reflections being: maue_else-

where. as to our willingness: lo- provide

" the necessary means to keep the revenue

at-least equal'to the expenditure..  We

"are not-disposed lo criticize the e\pemh-
" ture too closely.

'l‘ho charges forinterest
and management of. the debt,. mchulmw :
the sinking: fund, and for tho collection
of the 1'cvenuo caimob be reduced, and

we are not sanguine that the most ceono-
mical” Government that we are 111\01_)' to

have, would ‘effect any savings; worthy of

serious consideration,in thé other bmnch-

es. of e\pendlture.

Weo are. not .inclined to 'meddle in
the country “between the Government -
“nssailants on - the | viwious’
details - of :the e\pendltme. We are
quite w11]mg to. assume that ‘no Gov-
ernment_is -desirous of increasing -the.
expenditare beyond - what is absolutely.
necessary for the, efficient carrying on of
the publlc service. The deficiency after
all is'a mere bfl.gatelle in itsell. ” No difli-
culty would be' found in obt'umnrv the !




