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1try.  Thug the erisis, as dangerous as it was, has been for
the present, tided over, and time is sure to work in favour of
Moderation and stahility as it has often done before during
the Past twenty-five years.

It has become a settled conviction with many people
that the French Republic is doomed, sooner or later, to be
OVel‘tllrown, either by some popular upheaval on the one hand
or by some cou p d’état of a would-be dictator on the other.
[t has heen so often alleged that the French people are un-
ﬁt. for self-government, that every time a crisis is passed
Without disaster surprise 1s expressed. Those who prediet
S“_Ch disasters, and those who expect them, leave themselves
f‘“l'ly Open to the charge that they have not made themselves
4quainted with French History. The Republic has proved
Its stability by weathering many a grave crisis, and of the
Mt it may well be said that it is hard to imagine one more
“erous.  What would he the etfect in Germany, for example,
if t}l_e Emperor were to resign his office in a fit of petulance,
?nd his Chancellor were forced, at the same time, to retire
efore hostile public opinion ?  The result would be a politi-
cal Commotion compared with which the French agitation
Vas the merest bagatelle——a commotion which would imperil
the whole system of government,

A glance at  French history during the last hundred
and ey years sutlices to show the improvement that has
;{lken place in the political condition and future prospect  of

fance.  When the Revolution began in 1789 there was no
Mention, and apparently no thought, of abolishing the monar-
?hy and in all nunan probability it would not have heen abol-
1shed byt for the follyand perfidy of Louis XVI. and his Queen.
he first Republic was established by decree of the National
t(::l"ention in 1792, and it lasted till 1804—a period less
80 half the duration of the one now in existence,
Over it w
;lél{e; The firse Empi)re endured a still sh(.n't,er t%me ~till
ang -tl The l'est(n"e(l b’m}rlmn‘ Monarchy continued till 1830,
‘ e Orvleanist s/gime till 1848, to be followed by the
econd Republic for four years, and the Second Empire for
®ighteen,

More-
as never a Republic except in name for any length of

ot In the matter of persistence alone, the Republic
. hds already pre-eminent among the kaleidoscopic political
angeg i
ges in modern France.

But this is the least part of the case for the Republic.

tig : .
S, In so1ne nuportant respects, the outcome of the popular

:;é’éOP its continued existence depends on a popular Legisla-
Vet )eh‘amberfe!ected by universal suffrage, and ‘tll(‘l‘(ﬁ has never
N Ove?]i manifested over any large area of France @ desly@
el‘petlt- trow the Republic by electing deputies hostile to its
onn u<‘tt.1011. Qn th'e contrary, the Bourbon, Orleanist, and
ang “I?a.ltlst factions in the Ass.emb]y ]'1ave hecome weaker
egardetllkel‘ at successive elec_t}ons until they are no ]or'lger
Ollrbe( as (lang‘erot}s, even if ﬁhey ..%houl(l coalesce. The
anq S()O]n Royal )1< amily in the (llrgct l}ne .has hecome extinet
is g o 1as the Bonapartist Imperial Family ; all that is left
imy.ton of the Orleans dynasty, and he is in exile. More
dupio;tant, still, the Pope, after a lapse of over twenty years,
pOWerg which the Republic had arrayed against it all the
epubrof the Roman Catholic Bishops, has recognized the
thep. ¢ and instructed both hishops and priests to submit
by Selves to it in all legitimate ways. Apparently nothing
bilihsome general uprising of the people could by any possi-
&ven seriously menace the present system of govern-
lon,,? 30d it could not be anything more than a menace so
885 the army a d fleet are loyal.

op] hat is the chance of such a popular emeute. The
of o Party in sight, with aims of the kind, is that great body
iy . contents who are known as “ Socialists.” That there
Qe a Seething mass of discontent in France, as there is in
of thany and in Italy, is beyond doubt. What is the cause
«p. 1€ discontent, and what is the remedy ! Apparently the

arg g times ” in France, as in the other countries named,
the e to the crushing burden imposed on the country by

4ntenance of a huge standing army and a rapidly in-
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creasing navy. To this must he added the loss incurred
through expenditures on foreign wars.  All that seems needed
to place the safety of the Republic beyond peradventure is a
common understanding with the other great powers—Ger-
many, Russia, Ttaly, Austria-Hungary, and Great Britain—
that there shall be no war of aggression in Europe, and that
whenever disputes arise through complications elsewhere an
honest effort will be made to settle them by some less injur-
ious means than the arbitrament of the sword. Meanwhile
there is good reason to believe that Republican France is on
just as stable a foundation, so far as socialism and anarchism
are concerned, as Imperial Germany or Autocratic Russia.

The Coming General Election,

] T is conceded on all hands that the question of questions
- before the country, in view of the coming general
election, whether that election take place this year or next,
is that of the tarift policy. Taviff for revenue vs. tarifl’ for
protection is the issue. True, it is contended with a good
deal of force that, so far as the average height of the taviff
is concerned, there is but a narrow margin between the two
policies, inasmuch as the requirements of the public service
cannot be met by a tarift very far helow that which now pre-
vails on the whole. It is, of course, open to the Opposi-
tion to reply that, in respect to many articles, it is quite
possible to increase the revenue by lowering the rate of
duty. Be that as it may, it is impossible to deny that there
is a bhroad difference in kind between the two policies—
that, viz., which would arrange the taviff with a view to
affording the largest possible amount of protection to home
industries, while raising the necessary revenue, and that
which would arrange it with a view to raise the necessary
revenue, while imposing  the smallest possible burden upon
the users of British and foreign goods,  The economic princi-
ples underlying these methods, respectively, are vadically
distinet and lead inwidely divergentdivections, theone verging
constantly towards absolute protection, the other towards
absolute free-trade.  Without entering just now into the
merits of either, T may refer to one argument which has
heen and is extensively used in the United States, and
which is occasionally made to do duty in certain sections of
the Canadian press, whicli seems to me rather pusillanimous
if not unfair.

The argument to which I vefer is that based upon
the discomfort and inconvenience which would result to some
from disturbing the tariff as it happens to he now fixed. All
intelligent citizens know that radical changes in matters of
policy, especially of trade policy, are in themselves, for the
time being, disquieting and injurious to business. The capi-
tal invested in any industry aftfected by the tariff becomes
timid and distrustful when changes are proposed, and a
temporary dullness is likely to result. The only justification
of the advocacy of any such change is the prospect of
a greater good, which will more than counterbalance any
immediate evil. Still no thoughtful person can seriously
argue that, supposing a given country to have committed
itself to a system unsound in principle, and fruitful of hard-
ship and injustice to the majority of its people, it should
hesitate to change that system at the earliest opportunity,
and at whatever immediate cost. To urge such change is
merely to maintain that when a nation has got upon the
wrong track, its first duty is to make as dirvectly as possible
for the right one. Tt is evident that the permanent pros-
perity of Canada depends in alarge measure upon its getting
settled as soon as possible upon a sound and permanent fiscal
policy. The people are at present divided in opinion between
protection and tariff-for-revenue looking to free trade, as the
sound policy for the future. There is nothing to be done
but to have the two policies fairly and exhaustively
discussed, in the light of all the facts and arguments which
can be brought forward, leaving to the people the ultimate
decision. To urge that the question of principle should not
he discussed, or a change advocated, lest the current of trade
and industry be temporarily interrupted, is equivale_nt to
saying that it is better to persevere in a course which we
know to be wrong and injurious to ourselves and others, than
to incur the discomfort and expense which may be involved

in changing it for the right one. W,




