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'OUR COMMERCIAL POLICY.

'[‘ho suluect which, beyond all others,

i eng:wes the thoughts of "every one inicr-
osted in the prosperity of the Dominion is
its” future’: commereial - poliey. - We laid

" before our readéx-sfin our last number the
views. of | two gentlemen: entertaining
widely different ‘opinions on the’ subject,
and-we are plibieutly waiting for the long-
_promised declaration of the views of the
political yarty which aspires to conduct
thé Government. in the event of tho fail-
ure of  the present Gover nment Lo secure.
‘a venewal of public confidence at the ue\b
"geneml olection. We enLcltam a’ very

‘ - ligh respect for the abilities of Sir Alex-

ander Galt, but we cannot ignore the fact
“that he is:not. in: Parlinment, and that
. ‘when he last occupied a soatin bhe ouse
" of Comimons he had no followers.. Under
.rour: system of government- it ‘i’ vain. to

i una"me that any man, no mattor how able
' he Fmny be, can  affect any important’

. -.change i in the policy of his country unless
" “he possesses a large share of .public confi-

‘dence, evidenced by the: support -of the
*majority of the representatives of the peo-

" ple; or. of thn.t party’ which, though tem-
'porfmly in the mmonty, clmms 6 be en--

:tltled to” such support.:
_oheved thut Sll‘ Alc‘{andel G‘»lt h'LS not,

Tt is ganerally |

ave free’ traders.:

withdrawn from public life, and that if a
suitable opportunity ~were to offer, ha
would not he unwilling’ to -place his ser:
vices nt the disposal of any constitnency
which might be willing' to accopt them.

"Sir Alexander Galt is avowedly opposod

to the commercial policy of tho: present
Government. And in tho lettors which
we published in our last numbor he has
professed to indicate the policy which hie
would recommend, were he in a position
to do so. Unfortunately, Sir Alexander
Galt is not a recognized member of Iler
Majosty’s loyal opposition, a party which,

‘though at present in a . minority in the

House of Commons, is an organized body,
having leaders possessing the confidence

‘of the party, and without whose support

Siv  Alexander Galt would bo utterly
powerless if he had a seat in Parliament
to-morrow. - There have been soveral indi-
cations of late that the next party battie
is likely to be fought on the question of
the future commelcml poliey of the coun-
try. We were much struck with some
remarks made in a protectionist cssay en-
titled. ¢ Restrietions on Trade from a
Colonial Poiut of View, by David Symo,"”
published originally in the Fortnightly
Review, but . reprinted in the United
States, with a Iroface, by the American
ed\tm and which Yemarks worc ealeulated
to convey the idea that, as a mlo, the
“ party of progress;”’ or that known’with
us us the Reform party, was protectionist
while tho cohsorvatives were {rec traders.
Such, most assuredly, is noba correct des-
cription of the bias of p()]ll;lc‘ll parties’ in
Canada, although there is good reason to
believe that the supporicrs of the present
Jiberal ‘Government are. far from unani-
mous in their appiroval ‘of its commercinl
policy. In" .introducing the pamphilet
to “which we ‘have called atiention, the
American editor observes ;= The-author
“makes thé striking and truthful obser-
“yation that in* Austria, ¥rance, the
#United States, and the Britisly Colonies

¢ tlie party of progress is identitied with

“a vestrictive, commercial poliey, i.c., is
“ protectionist - while  the conservatives
“are the most  uncompromising of hce
“traders.” ’J‘he cssayist ‘remarks, as’'a
singular fact; that. in Austria ¥ those who
“ have vigor ously struck downever v eccle-
«siastical and polmc'ﬂ monopoly. through-

" out tho empire are’ the most vehcmont
“advocates. of ‘a’ restrictive commelcmlf

“ policy, wlnle, on the other hfmd those

“who are in favor of froe trade are the-

“ most ardent supporters-of ecclesmstlcnl
“ puvﬂene In France the qdvocutes of

-4 free speech and a free press are 1estuc-
“ txomsts, while the imperialists, as a rule,j
In the United States,

ced by - either’- of thoe
~have for

~gr this is known the "better.

o« the uboht,lomsbs or republicans are avow-

“od 1esbuctxomsts, while . the democrats
“aro :as decidedly in favor of free trade.
“ Precisely the snme phenomenon may be
“ observed in the British Colonies. In Can-
“ada, Australinand New Zealand the party
“ of progress has always been idontificd
“witharestrictive commercial policy,while

‘“ the consorvatives aro the most uncom-

 promisiug of freo traders. Indeed it may
“ e said that one-half of the entire Eng-
#lish-spedking race .are, in one shape or
“another, in favor of & restrictionist policy,
“and of this half tho groat majority are
“advancod liberals.” It is, no doubt, true
that at the present: time the foregoing
description of political parties in Can-
ada is incorrect, but it must be borne in
mind that the commiercinl policy of the
Dominion has not been of late years a
prominent party question.. It is notorious
that many conservatives have been free
traders, and that-at least an equal number
of reformers have boen protectionists.

Inthe early history of Canauda the remarks

of tho essayist would have heen more in
accordance with' fact. - Mr. Lyon Maclken-
zio was o staunch protectionist, and tho
bulle of the old reformers shared his
opinions, while the Robinsons, Sherwoods,
Joneses, cte., were strong freo traders.
This wag before the ‘commencement of
the struggloe for responsible: government
and religious equality, sinco the settle-
ment of which questions there has really
been o distinctive - poliey ‘on which
public support’ could. fairly  be. claim-
pavties which
sseveral. years past. been con-
tending for power. . We- do not believe
in the possibility. or, if. possible, in the
desirability of attempting to govern the
country: otherwise than' through a party,
and we are unaware-of.any question of
such absorbing intgfcst to the country at
tlie present time as its commercial policy.
We believe that it.is the duby of those
who are ’dis?mtislicd with tho. views enun-
cinted by tho present administration to
state with suflicient precision tlie policy
that they would adopt, if entrusted with
power at the next general election. ' The

“time ~is not - so distant: when ' the . peoplo

will: be-appealed "to that dol'ty can be
tolerated. - If it be the case, &8 seems
far from 1mprol$al;le,' that the protection-
ists ar¢ unable to. concurin: a-policy that
will command gener al approval, the soon-
The . term
protection. conveys no- definite memxing.
One sat of thinkers hold the opinion that
it is essential to tho prosperity of the Do-

"minion that it ‘should‘ encourage such
.‘manufacturing industries as are.suitable -
‘to the country, and that the best modeof
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