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in order to compel them to bear the whole
loss, so soon as the husiness takes an un-
favourable turn for a season, Any legisla-
tion which could be enacted to prevent such
injustice might be too socialistic, but it
would b2 a great additional hardship should
the State dccide to tie the hands of the
workwen, in the struggle, by forbidding
them to consolidate their forcas with those
of other labourers, liable to similar treat.
ment, in order that they may help each
other in case of need by sympathetic strikes,
the only possible way, so faras they can at
present see, of putting themselves to some
extent on an eqality with their opponents.
Of course, we are not advccating or defend-
ing such strikes, but simply trying to put
ourselves, for the moment, in the place of
the employces, to see how the thing looks
from their standpoint. Therc must be some
way of serving the public interests without
doing grievous injustice to the weaker party
in this great industrial war.
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CANADA MAKING HISTORY.

The sitting of the International Confer-
ance, the ratification of the French Treaty,
and the voting of an annual subsidy of
three-fourths of a million of dollars for a
fast Canadian Atlantic steamship service, in
a single week, make up a tolerably ambi-
tious record for a colonial capital. Itisnot
improbable that each of these events may
mark an epoch of some importance in Can-
adian history.

The general bearing and significance of
the Conference have already been treated of
pretty fully by our contributors and our-
selves. No official record of its proceedings
is yet before us, from which to frame a fore-
cast of the immediate practical effect of the
Conference. The attendance was, we think,
remarkably good under the circumstances.
No room is left for doubt as to the thor-
oughly representative character of the dele-
gates. The banquet served a good purpose
in promoting mutual acquaintance hetween
some of the foremost men of our sister col-
onics and an influential section of the Can-
adian public. From this time forth the col-
onists who live on opposite sides of the globe
will feel to be better acquainted with each
other than before. The statesmen of each
will understand better the chief character-
istics and commercial capacities of the other
colonies, and will be helped by the knowl-
edge to work advisedly for the promotion of
such interchanges as can be made with
mutual profit. 1f the eclectrical communi-
cation to which the Conference has un-
equivocaily committel itself shall become a
fact accomplished in the near future, this
interchange will be greatly facilitated.
But, historically, the chief significance of
{he Conferenc: will, in all probability, be
found in the fact of its being the first of a
geries of such conferences, originating with
the colonies and meeting in a colony. Thus
it will constitute a new departure in colon-
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ial history. It is not necessary to be san-
guine as to the possibility, or even the de-
girability, of an imperial federation in order
to see that nothing but good can result from
the closest practical drawing together of the
colonies in commerce and in cousinly good
feeling,

While Canada is to be congratulated on
the fact, which stands out so clearly on the
face of the French Treaty, that her right to
make her own commercial bargains is now
practically conceded, it is unfortunate that
her first essay in this direction should be so
little adapted to arouse enthusiasm. The
hostility to the provisions of this treaty on
the part of those interested in the manufac-
ture of Canadian wines, on the one hand,
and the advocates of prohibition, on the

o other, is scarcely more disparaging in ef-

foct than the faint praise which was ac-
corded it by the Minister to whom it fell
to introduce the treaty in the House, and
others who supported it, somo of them on
the doubtful ground that Parliament was
in honor hound to ratify it, Nor can one
ghut his eyes to the fact that the large
majority given for it by the French mem-
bers was due to sentimental rather than to
commercial considerations. The general,
or at least a widely prevalent opinion
geemed to be that our first atlempt at
treaty-making bad resulted in our giving &
good deal in return for a very little. While
we cannot concur in that view, secing that we
are unable to regard the cheapening of any
really uscful commodity for our own citizens
as an act of generosity to those from whom
that commodity is procured, it cannot be
considerad otherwise than unfortunate that
a commercial bargain should have the ap-
pearance of being glaringly one-sided. But
now that the thing is done, we can but hope
that the ovent will prove it so uscful in pro-
moting trade with France that its beneficial
effect npon our commerce will countervail
any apparent inequality in the terms of the
arrangement which opens the way for such
increase.

One principle involved in one of the
arguments in support of the treaty, which
is above referred to, and which was pressed
upon the floor of Parliament, seems worthy
of fuller consideration. The question sug-
gested is whether the negotiation of a treaty
by the Canadian High Commissioner, or any
other agent accredited by our Government,
docs or does not bind Parliament in honor
to ratify the agreement. In other words,
is the reservation of such a treaty for the
ratification of Parliament a real condition,
or a mere cmpty form 7 The difference of
opinion which obtained in regard to this
point wust have heen embarrassing to any
among the supporters of the Government
who did not at heart approve the treaty,
bue who would not wish to put the Admin-
istration in an awkward predicament.
There is certainly much to besaid in favour
of the British and European practice, which
makes the signature of the plenipotentiary
representing the Government binding. It



