
bacco importod from tlio Unitoil Htatoo hna

Kiven riso to a new branch of btisineaa, wliicli,

I beliere, !a profltnblo. I would nut dosiro

to propoan nny iiioafiiiro that would bu prtju-

diciul to thobusincsa ; more pspocially whuit wo
find, that iastaad uf Oanndn buing i\ contliiuiil

importer 'if manufactiirod tobacco, alio in now
u largo oxp 'ter. It is not dcsirablo to iiitor-

furo to stop this export trade. Thoro-
lorn, the manufacturer of exported tobacco
will be allowed a drawback. Tlio export
trade In tbia article, up to 1HC3, was nil.—

hi this year it amounted to 1,177,000 Iba.,

valued at $343,000. Considering this ([ues-

tion, as it relates to the export trade, it is im-

portant to know where the tobacco ia »unt to.

An examination of the Trade and Narigivtiou

Ueturns shows us that 6 G-lGths only go to Great
liritain, 9 C-lOths to the United States, and the

remaining 1-lGlhsto the Lower Provinces. Con-
sidering the quantity of tobacco grown in

Canada, I am sorry to bu obliged to inform tiiu

House that, though I have made enquiries in

the census ollice, I could find no column for it.

However, in 1861, the quantity grown in Up-
per Canada was 777,000 lbs, and in Lower
Canada, 443,000 lbs,, amounting, altogether,

to about 1,200,000 lbs. My own belief is, that

there has not since been much increase on this

(igure. I prefer treating the product of Canada
aa an unknown quantity, in order to leave a
margin against any over-estimate of the

amount which is now iu the country, and on
which we propose to levy taxes. If wo impose
excise duties on tobacco, wo must make allow-

Hnce for falling olf in llie consumption of lo-

liacco, and allow for frauds. Wo have in

preparation a bill to prevent those fruiidd. The
law will provide for what is manutaclured
tobacco, and what is not. Tol)acco grown on
a man's farm, for bis own use, will not be con-

BJderud as manufactured tobacco. In t'ramiiig

the excise on tobacco, we conaiilted the Amer-
ican law, and think it desirable to adopt the

sanie classiliuatiou. I will remark, in the first

place, that manufacturers of tobacco will have
to pay a license of $'iC>.

Hon. Mr. HOI/l'ON—Will that be uniform?
Hon. Mr. ALT—Yes; there are very few

manufacturers—not many on a large scale. 1

would desire to collect Ibo duty on tobacco to-

morrow, if possible ; but wo don't possosH the

machinery. I propose to divide tobacco into

four classes. The first class, which comprises

four-fifths of that consumed in llio coiiulry,

will be taxed 10 cents per jiouiul. The second

class, which is the inferior kind, t cents ;
snulV,

15 cents; and tobacco, fme-cut, audi as is

used for chewing, l.*) cents. Aa regards cigars,

I will propose a tax, |ier thousand, as follows :

Over $10, and under $20, $2 per thousand
;

over $20, and under $;)0, $3 per thousand ; over

$30, and under $40, $4 ; and at $ tO per Ihou-

siind, $5. I estimate, from all those sources of

revenue, that I shall got $020,000. The changes
Ml the resolutions on the anhjecl nf excise on
spirits and tobacco, require that corresponding

articles in the tariff of customs shall be dealt

with in the way of increase. iiut looking at

the matter with ihe fullest coiisidera-

ilon, I am uf the imprL'8si(m that it is

bi-tlur to impose specific duties on the

various articles alt'octed by the in-

crease of excise than deal with them iu any
other way. (Hear, hear.) Id addition to the

ml valorem duty on rum, cotdial, spirits of wine
and alcohol, not whisky or brandy, I impose a
duly of \H cents per gallon— I except
ginger wine, which will pay 20 per cent, mi
valorem, (linger wine is always used as a oor
dial, and is uot to be considered as a spirit,

there being very little alcohol in it. Constant
coniplain'.s were made ou the subject of thero
being 100 per cent, ml valuri m duty on ginger
wine. I will do this li'iuor justice, and will

tax it no higher than sh ^rry. (Applause and
laughter.) In addition to the present duty
upon brandy of 30 per cent, (ci valorem, and on
whisky a furtlier specific duty of i5 conla per
gallon, of the strength of proof.

lion. Mr. HUWLAND—Do you propose ai>

ndditiunal duty on wino 7

Hon. Mr. OALT—No. leatimatotho iiicrwase

from whisky will bo $4,500
;
gin, $2-' 'lOO

;

rum, S4,500 ; brandy, !iiil2,7.'iO, making a total

of $17,250. On cigars tlie addiliomil duly will

givo an increase of revenue of $20,000, making
altogoliior about $07,250, assuming the present
consumption not to bu materially disturbed.

In regard to llie drawback ou ships, a very
large amount of material passes through the

Cnstoni House yearly, and upon this material

a very largo sum in tlie amount of duty is re-

funded every year. 1 believe the subject en
gaged the attention of Hon. Mr. Ilolton, though
I am not awaru of the conclusions at whicli \m
arrived. In sumo cases fraudulent demands
have biieii luado on llio Exchequer for draw-
backs. Tliu amount gt drawbacks on vessels

built ill .some ]iart3 of the Province is 74 cents
per ton, while in tiuebuc it is H3 cents. I will

now impose a payment of KO cents for all parts

of the Province in lieu of all drawbacks. With
regard to tbo (greater question of the change in

lliu turilV of customs, I remain precisely of tliu

same opinion I was in '802, and 1 believe, more-
over ar<d I am i[uito sure other gentlemen be-

lieve, »h the changed whicl- have taken place

in tlik I <ittnl States, and the great duties now
iiiUMoOd on the industry of their people have
reiidired it unnecessary to maintain as high
rates jf duty as regards competition with
them. Wbilo 1 belinvo tliat a change in the

way of reduction on certain articles is desii

able, lliero are considcratiuiis which may bu
held lo outweigh the iinmeiliate importance
of dealing with these subjects this se.Mnion,

1 must confess, when I view the vHKy in wliieli

our credit has been shaken by tliu continimnce
of a deficiency every year, that it would not be

wise in mo to try any experiment in the adjiist-

nionl of the revenue and the expenditure
; the

iiioru especially r ; many months will not clapEie

before Itio experience of the country will bo

brought to bear on our proposed commercini
measures. There ia another question beyond
that of the maintenance of our credit— I refer

to the Reciprocity Treaty. I say, sir, when wo
look at the views of the people of the United
Slates in reference to this Treaty, w« find Hint

the objections generally raised appear to be in

coiisei|iirnco of alleged rise in the Canadian
Customs' dues. This I know to bo an erroneous
view of the matter. The assertion that there

was an understanding, tacit, not expressed,
that American manufacturers should be allow-

ed to import into Canada at comparatively low
rates, cannot be admitted. The treaty is ap-
proaching that period when either party has a
right^to abrogate it. Congreas has seriously


