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fifty-five millions instead of five millions of people, and do away
With the customs wnunoyances so much complained of. We
Understand a few object because we would have wmore manufac-
furers to compete with, but as far as our business is concerned
We have them to compete with as it is, as they send their sur-
Qlus and old stocks into Canada at twenty-five, thirty, and even

ty per cent. reduction, and make this a dumping ground to
Preserve their own market from demoralization.

“Our Government does its best to protect our manufac-
tureg, but the protection intended is greatly neutralized by the
Special prices made both in England and the United States to
neet our tariff.

‘This again gives rise to trouble between the appraisers and

e importer which is creating considerable dissatisfaction with

e Customs regulations. Unless duties are levied on fair
Market values there can be no protection for home industry.”

F : . .
rom Mgssks. W. Dougrty & Co., Organ Manufacturers,
Clinton, Ont.

“Judging from the painful experience of Canadian manufac-
l‘g"“:PS during the hard times of the Mc¢Kenzie regime from
in 7_2 to 1878, the keen competition and slaughtering of prices

cideut upon a change of policy would not be beneficial but
OMinous both to the manufacturer and dealer.

i I’l‘ our line it would result in cutting into a well earned trade

Canada, against a determined and unprincipled foreign
g’:nufacture, without any benefit resulting therefrom to any
the. It might be said we could return the compliment, but
. at is true to a certain extent only, as we are virtually entire

Tangers to the buying people of the United States, while

¢ most of the old concerns there are well known in

8nada. Their tariff is prohibitory, while ours is not, thus

g;vmg them access to our markets. It is also a well-known
anﬂ tha_t tra..de combinations exist t.here controlling production
ma maintaining prices, simply using Canada as a slaughter
St;ket for their surplus stock. Itisalsoa fa:ct that the United
ex tes Government gives a bounty for certain classes of goods
inpm’t}!d, thus enabling them to recoup any loss they may make
u:e]lmg such goods in Canada against our domestic manufac-

\rers, so that looking at the question from any standpoint,

“Otimercial Union with the United States is not in the
erests of the Canadian manufacturer. I hope that the N.P.

. Mch gave Canada to the Canadians will be permanently
nalntained,"

"om Mgr, W. K. McNauvGHT, of the American Watch Case
Company, Toronto.

3

‘In my opinion ¢ Commercial Union’ or ¢ Reciprocity in
is n”“f%tureq Goods ’ between Canada and the United States
Brit(: 8 question of practical politics, because as long as Great
oup t"l reserves the power she at present possesses of making

o Teaties, she would be foo}lsh to consent to throw the trade
Drig?e of her best customers into the hands of her most enter-
C&n:dg competitor. If it _sm\ply rested with the people of
treat a to decide this question, T'am of the opinion that such a
ll"_MY would mean national suicide, because in any such
Un; gement the advantages would be largely in favor of the

tted States.
!ey%: our wholesalers it would mean a loss of from fifty to
M&l‘it‘y five per cent. of their business, for the bulk of the
th ime Province trade would be transferred to Boston,

N&t of Ontario and Quebec to New York, and the trade of the |

?‘lth'west to Chicago.
¢ha, 0 our m anufacturers who are making goods under pur-
\vhatevAmemf' an patents, such a treaty would be of no benefit
S ouever, ag their trade would still be coralled in Canada.
simila: the bulk of our manufacturers who are making goods
‘an m to those made in the United States, which the Ameri-
anufacturer has protected in his own country by patents
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which either do not extend to Canada or have lapsed on
account of non-compliance with eur patent laws, such a treaty
would simply mean ruin, because the United States manufac-
turers would then be able to compete on inore than equal terms
in Canada, while the Canadian manufacturer would, on account
of the American patent, be debarred from selling a single dol-
lar’s worth of goods in the United States.

“Tn order to give Canadian manufacturers a fair chance to
compete with those in the United States under such a treaty,
it would be necessary to wipe out entirely all letters patent at
present in force in either country that affect any existing manu-
factures, and commence anew with a clean slate.
| «In regard to new industries, I think thatany manufacturer
| with an eye to future contingencies would certainly locate on
| that side of the international line where the bulk of the popu-
| lation resided, so that in case of a fauilure to renew such a
treaty at its expiration, they would still be in the country pos-

sessing the largest market.

«“Tf Canadian manufacturers succeeded, as the friends of
| Commercial Union profess to believe, in building up a large
trade in the United States under such a treaty, would they
not, after having changed their trade to suit the new condition
of things, naturally prefer political ‘union, commonly known as
Annexation, in preference to being compelled to change back
again to the limited market that the cancellation of such a
treaty would certainly restrict them to? Viewed from the
standpoint of British connection or Canadian nationality, the
success of such a treaty would be the strongest argument
against it.

“TLooked at from any standpoint, the scheme is fraught with
danger to Canadian nationalism, because it takes the levying
of our customs duties out of our own hands and gives it unre-
servedly to the United States. Any reader of history knows
what would surely follow were this power put_into the hands
of such anti-British statesmen as Blaine, Ingalls, or even the
renowned Finnerty.

« Commercial Union is but Aunexation under a different
name and more te pting aspect, and the Canadian who coun-
tenances such a step is vulnerable to a charge of disloyalty to
his country, and betrays his lack of faith in her future. If we
are to have annexation, give it to us straight, and let us go
into it with our eyes opern.

«For my own part I have no great desive to becowe an
American citizen. 1 am a Canadian by birth. and proud of
my country, and I should be very sorry to see the day when
this glorious Dominion of ours should, instead of being a land
where people who believe in government after British models
can work out their destiny after a freer method than obtains in
the old land from whence we sprung, become a hanger-on of
the American republic, and be utilized by Americans as a tail
to their commercial kite.”

1x 18€6 the British North American Commission, reporting
on the prospects of trade with the United States and North
America, stated that the trade of the provinces now inciuded
in and comprising the Dominion of Canada with the West
Indies and South America during the previous year amounted
[ to 86,700,000. In 1873 —the year in which the first Govern-
ment of Canada resigned —this tmdeihad increased to $7,8635,-
000, a gain of abcut 17 per cent. In 1878—the yearin which
the Mackenzie Government resigned-—Canadian trade with the
| West Indies and South America amounted to only $5,117,000,
'a decline of about 33 per cent. In 1833, according to the latest
published returns, this trade amounted to over $8,500,000, an
increase of more thau 60 per cent. over that of 1878; 9 per
cent. over that of 1873, and 27 per cent. over the trade of
1868,




