two-fitths of her revenue from her excessively high customs
and excine duties on liquors and tobacco.  Owing to the
length of our frontier adjoining the United States and the
vast size of our territory, with the sparse population, we
could not impose such duties without at once promaoting
sugrgelings and illicit. manufacture on a stupendous scale. 1
Under our present moderate duties on spirits thereis i great i
destl of smugrelings in the Guif of St. Lawrence which gun-
boats are powerless to check.  For equally cogent reisons |
we conld not afford 10 levy heavy duties on tea and coffee ‘
or on sugrar while they are free in the United States, We |
might raise a trifle by legracy and succession duties,though |
Mr. Blake said in his West Durham letter that ** direct |
taxation even in its most promising form, asuccession tas, |
is at present out of the question.” .\ tand tax, howesver |
light,would not suit the farmer in his present circumstancees,
and a tax - o railway passenger carnings would only serve i
to exalt the rates, already high enough. Tarincometaxin
Engrland is levied at somuchin the pound onincomes abmve
a hundred and 6ty pounds.  In the United States the ‘f
Democrats are proposing to levy a tax of two per cent. on
incomes over $4,000, that is, there is to be @ four-thousand
exemption,so that the man in receipt of 85,000 will pay $20,
of 80,000 $40 and so on.  With us such i tax wounld not
bring in anything worth peaking of and we could hardly
impose onzs on lower incomes, as Britain does, witl ut giv-
ing rise to the impression that by comparison with the
States, Canada was 2 poor country for the poor man. It
would be still more foolish 1o tax foreign capital as some
fatron speakers have suggested.  Instead of coming here, |
where it is badly wanted, it would go in increased volume
to the States or Australia, currying population along with
it !

11 is sheer nonsense, then, having regard to our widely i
different conditions of life and geographical situation, to |
talk of copying the British system. The municipal reformers !
of Toronto or Montreal might as well walk of copying the |
French actrolsystem, whereby specific duties are collected ;
on adl materials and articles of consumption entering a city ;
ordown for the use of its inhabitants; indeed, this would be
at Teast practicable, while the other would not. Mr, Blake
said at Malvern in 1887, and repeated in his West Durham
letter, that *we shall be compelled for an indefinite time to
raise the bulk of an enormous revenue by high duties on
imports.”  This is inevitable,  No zumount of newspaper
writing or of debating club rhetoric on the magic power of
Reitish duties, direct taxation,single tax, or anirredeemable
currency issued on the security of our wild nds, or on the
security of the water in Lake Ontario, can remove that ne-
cessity of our position.  The question is whether the high
duties shatll be levied so as to afford a tair measure of pro-
tection to mational industry or S0 as to favor the foreign
producer as fur as possible.  On this issue the enlightened
self-interest of the people is sure to prevail over the the-
ories of the anarchical philosophers now filling the Tand
with their din,

THE LIBERAL PARTY AND THE TARIFF.

A Liberal paper, in addressing the Pateons, speaks of the
s years and years during which the Liberal party has suf-
fered exclusion in consequence of its undeviating attach- |
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wment to free trade ™ and extols ** the leaders of lonyg age
who flung that banner to the breeze ™ as well as ** the mey
of the present day who have waved it aloft withow (.
ing.” This is poetical enough, but it is not altegethe
true, [ 3

The Liberal party and its leaders have been on bl
sides of the tariff question.  Without going back to ol

i times, it is notorious that Mr. Blake's Malvern «peedwa,
practically in favor of protection

of the continuance o
the N. P with certain moditications. 1t is not perhaps
so0 well known that the very first speech Mr. Liurier made
in 2t legislative body contained a strong plea for protection,
The speech is to be found in the English edition of - Wi
frid Lauricr on the Platform,” published a few years age
The Quebec egislature, where hie delivered it, had nothine
to do with such matters, but that did not prevent him trom
declaring that it was the duty of French Canaduams o
create national industries as a means ot chechmy th
exodus of population and removing other ills.  Ho wantd
to see the abundant raw material which the Province pos.
sesses transmuted into factory goods by Quebec Libor, and
went so far as to endorse Papineiu's advice that Freads
Canada should buy nothing from Britain.  Papineau re
commended such a boycott at his St. Laurent mecting and
elsewhere, in order to emphasize the popular discontent
and ** from hatred of the injustices which we have suffered
at the hands of the aristocracy, both Whig and Tory, and
to move the English people to crush the iron rod of thei
and our oppressors.” e also intended, as the resolutions
show, to encourage home industry by excluding British
competition. The boycott against Britain was probabh
sugrg ested to his mind by the non-importation agreemen
adopted by the leaders of the revolt in the American
Colonies in 1773, Mr. Laurier did not counsel the revival
of Papincau’s plan as it measure of agitation or cehellion,
but simply, as the context shows, as i measure for encour
agingr mative manufactures,  Protection was it plank in
the Rouge platform of 1872 5 as worded, the plank read -

¢ ‘To obtain the absolute right to regulate our commercid
relations with foreign countrics so s to ensure the estal-
lishment of manufitctures in Canada.” 1o the generd
clection campaign of that year such lights of the party i
Mr. Joly, Mr. Jette, Mr. Workman, Mr. Richard, of M.
gantie, Mr. Fabre and Mr. Mercier talked protection eut
and out. The Bien Public, the leading French Liberd
paper in Montreal, argued in favor of increasing the dutics
on British manufictures to 20 per cent. and of putting the
same duties on American goods as Congress levicd upen
ours. *¢ This,” it said, **must be the policy of cvery g
ernment having the prosperity of the country at heart. It
is the policy which everyone demands with the evception
of certin doctrinaires who sicrifice practical considera
tions to theory. Mr. Mickenzie has promised to revise
the tarifl in the interest of Canadi, and we are sure he will
keep his word.”™  \When in power Mr. Mackenzie refused
to increase the tariff to 20 per cent. becatuse his Maritine
followers objected, whereupon all the French Liberals, with
the exception of Mr. Joly, abandoned protection and hegan
1o pose as free traders pursang. 1t was i case of pany first,
principle afterwards. One of the be t protectionist pam-
phlets ever written in Canada was the ** Reform of the




