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made that suffliciently clear when I spoke before. I know given, in order to make consumers pay a higler price, li
that agents in Toronto and London import from Buffalo glu- would reduce the duty to the point at which it stood pré.
cose of a fine quality, and enter it at 3 cents per pound, but viously. J understood the hon. gentleman to lay down aa
it is not the price at which they sell the same article for rule, that if, under protective duties given te manufacturers,
home consumption. To test that when objection was taken they took advantage of those duties to raise the price above
to the action of the appraiser in Toronto in raising the the fair selling price, lie would take that power ont of their
article in value, our officer at Fort Erie, whom the hon. hand and reduce the duty. The hon, gentleman having
gentleman knows very well, Mr. McMichael, a man quite taken that ground, I think this is an opportune time to point
capable of judging, went through their factory, and out to him, as shortly and clearly as possible, the advantage
examined their books, and reported it was not which is being taken by the refiuers in Canada, in order
the price at which they sold it for home con- that ho may consider the matter.
sumption. When the agent visited Ottawa, and had an Mr. BOWELL. I risc te a point of order. I ask whcther
interview with me, I told him if lie could establish the on a proposition to change the duty on glucose the hon.
fact that the price at which they were entered, were the]mebas a right to enter jute a discussion of the whole
prices at which they were sold for home consumption, we sugar duty. Such would lead to an interminable discussion.
would permit it to be entered at 3J cents per pound, He
agreed to that proposition, and went to Buffalo himself with Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I nover knew a disons-
the Customs officer, and went fully into all the books, and s'on so clearly germain. Not only is it particularly germain
their report was that the former report as to the value of to the matter before the Committec, but I have nover known
the article, was correct, and I have heard nothing of it amy objection raised to a discussion under these circum-
since. They submitted to pay the duty upon the enhanced stances.
value. Mr. BOWELL. I have no objection to the hon. gentle-

Mr. GUNN. I observe that the duty for the twelve moinths man making a speech; but if we desire to got threugh with
ending 30th June last, averaged $1.50 per 100 on all kinds the resolution inamy reasenable time, wc had botter confine
of sugar. For the next six months it had fallen to $1.30, ourselves as nearly as possible to the item under considra-
that is, 20 per cent. per 100. That, on an estimate of the
quantity compared with the last six months, would involve whethor it is germain. If it be germain te discus the duties
a loss of $200,000 to the revenue, the largest s upon sugar whie we are discussing an article that is, I

discmingin te taifsUmi we arc admit, sweet and inay ho nsed for tho same purpose, lie
discussing in the tariff. miglit as welI argue that it was germain to discusa the

Mr. BOWELL. I hope the hon. gentleman will excuse whole iron tarif as te steel and the manufactures of iron in
us if we do not enter into a general discussion upon the ah its phases if wo have the question of pig.iron before the
sugar duties-particularly as they are not under discussion CeTmittee.
just now. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The propriety of the

Mr. PATERSON. We propose to bring that all up under question la this: The propriety 'of this spécific dnty on
this item. glucose, which entera into competition with sugar, largely

Mr. BOWELL. I am aware you not only propose to do depends on what the sugar duties are, and how the sugar
it, but you have done it. Now, about raw sugars, so far as duties are affected by it. The hon. gentleman's position la
I understood the hon. gentleman's point, they wore muclithat ho is able to show the Finance Minister that the
cheaper during the last six months than they have been for present sugar duties vcry serionsly injure ns ail, and that
a long time past, and a very large proportion of the raw by conséquence this suggcstion is injurious, tee. The con-
sugars which have been imported, are of a very cheap grade, nection is very clear.
particularly those sugars which have been brought from Mr. PATERSON. If the hon. gentleman withdraws his
Germany, and that may account to a certain extent for the point of order I will proceed.
lowness of the price te which ho refera. I31r. BO WELL. I do net withdraw it.

Mr. BENSON. I think they frget that there a a duty gvei. PATERSON. I think the rMiyister is wreng, and
of 1. cents a bushel on cern; and if we succeed in ctab- that the remarks I propose te mak arcquite pertinent
lishing the glucose manufacture we will obtain a revenue tv a discussion on this item. There are sugar made from
from the cern comsnmed. I am quite satisfred that the crn and from beet as wei as from cane. The reason
price te the consumer in Canada hais boom much lesa than want te ffer some fact is, because think I may ho able te
A would have hoen had thore been ne manufacture hstab- make an impression on the Finance Minister se that when
lished it this country. he th dealng with the question of altering the sugar duties

Mr'. GTJNN. I think the amount I have stated will ho and making further propositions on the subjeot, as I faincy
ail lest te, the revenue lu the ext six mentha, as the income ho intend t do, eho will he prepared with the changes, if
from sugar duties wilho at ieast $200,000 bass than last is views accord with mine. As tete question of taking
year. 1 think wcshuld obtain some information as te how up time mT I desire th nake a speech there lane way of
this boss wilho made up. preventig my doing se on anothir occasion, whe n a motion

Mr. PATERSON. The peint mentioned by thohonso la pde that Mr. Speaker do onave tg Chair, and the
membor feriKingston (Mr. Gunm) is that, under the bouse again go into Committee of Ways a d Means.
présent sugar tarif the people are net enly paying a great The CHAIRMAN. I think the hem, gentleman hais shown
deal more for their sugar than they otherwiso weuk do, himsarf ut of order, as le has been making a speech aind
but thore is a cen8iderabiy boes @un going into the Troasury. discnssing thiR maRttIr gCneraIy on tc poine ofe rder. As

Jpon this point, as it beairs upon the euiject under con- regards thiparticular item, I think the on. gentleman ean
sideration, 1 desiro te lay boforo the Committee, a few facto go into the question f the sugar dutios, as they affect this
with respect te the sugar tarif we have in operation ait the item and as they ar affected by it, but not beyod that.
présent time. I do se with a view thait the Finance Mr. PATEIRSON. I bow te your décision, Mr. Chair-
Ministor may take notice of thcm. I understood the hon. man. I think, however, it is rather oimiting dicul-
gentleman when liewua speaking on anadvancem in the sion-and I agréeewith yu that it may ho desirabe te do
duty on agricubtural implements, te, state te theflouse that se-as compared with the discussion on woolen rag ,the
if thc manufacturera teok advantage of the increaled duty other niglt, during whihe on. members debated the ques.

Mr'. 3OWxLL.


