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part.y to enter into, another presidential campaign with-out having donc anything toward the revision of the
tariff. Two national elections-those of 1904 and 1900-
have been lield since the agitation for tariff revision
became so strong in certain parts of the country-notably
iii Massachiusctts and iii the middle wvestern and north-
western states. The senator referrcd to lias not becîn
known as a revisionist at all, but lielbas always been a
powerful influence in the Senate, and bis word on tariff
mattens lias always been listened to with close attention.
As for Senator Aldrichi, chairman of the commnittee, lie lias
frequently been referred to as a standpattcr, but lie is
not opposed to revision in the samie uncompromising
way that Speaker Camion, Reprosentative Payne and
Representative Daîzeli are opposed to if. Ho lias held
for a long timne that the Dingleýb law would have f0 be
revisod iii the flot distant future, and lie lias not followed
the example of the dyed-in-the-wool standpatters by
regarding the present tariff law as a sort of divine in-
stit.ution.

It is probable that any sclieme of revýision wvhich may
be adopted will involve modifications in section 4 of the
present law relating to the negotiaf ion of reciprocity
treaties; and it is certain also that the question of a
maximum and minimum tariff will be fully discussed in
Congress. Siiice it lias been seen what Germany cati do>
if that country is so disposed, to, restriet American trade
by the imposition of a maximum scale of duties, interest
in the max.aium and minimum system in this country
lias increased visibly. Soîne members of Congress believe
that the United States should have a means of rot aliation
in sucli circumstances.

Only that and nothing more. The Commercial main-
tains a regularly paid correspondent at Washiington as ail
up)-to-date American newspapers do, and, as will be scen
by bis letter, qualified by ifs and perliapses cvery state-
ment hie made. LIn fact lie stated nothing but what wvas
and is old gossip sucli as floats about the capital at ail
times.

Lt is worth noticing, liowever, that The Globe gous
considerably or.t of ifs way to denounce a policy of the
United States government with -which a large majority
of the eiglity odd millions of people of that country are
quite confented, and have been ever since thley turned
Grover Cleveland out of tlic presidency. The Globe cails
the Anierica tariff, "ftlic most gigantie humbug of tlic age,"
that it is "1ready to tumble like a bouse of cards;" that
C'consternation followed flic announcement of the Com-
mercial's correspondent that the Sonate Finance Coni-
mittee may take up fthc question of tariff revision during
the reeess of Congress," and so ad nauseani.

If lias a fling, too, at the Treasury Board-a some-
thing with hoofs and boras in tlie opinion of The Globe,
forgetting fliat the machinery of the Canadian government
includes a Tregsury Board also, created for similar pur-
poses. The Mercliants' Association, flic Board of Trade
and the Chamber of Commerce of New York, are composcd
of business mon who differ iii politics among thlemselves,
some of them favoring froc frade, and others very mucli
in favor of tariff protection, generally of tlic existing sort.
We have sirnilar divergencies even bore in Canada.

The Globe tels us that flic process of tariff building
in the United States lias gone on heedlessly as in Canada

during the so-callcd national polioy reglîne; qid it
thercfore squirts a lot of sucli inuendocs at pr- tectiVe
tariffs as cannot be cqualled by any other paper, -,jet
able or otherwise. The Globe forges that ev- >ilnc
the foundation of the United States governiment 4tih à
fcw exceptionjs and brief periods, tariff proteci it ha...
been, as it is now, theacegis under wvhichi the ii iLStri.I
pur-suite of the country have grown and prospe r 1; j,
it fails to remember that, wýithout exception, eveYýr- ina.p
cial reverse lias occurred as a resuit of a change ( )plici.
The Globe should read history, at least sucli as i tzi ;t
in the school books.

The Globe mentions MINr. Cleveland, the unif'.rmun.ate
gentleman who while lie wvas president, t.ried ýo liard tu
embroil Great Britain including Canada, with là., otiitn.
Mr. Cleveland's inspiration wvas no doubt draw n froui a
black bottle during a fishing excursion. M' would
willingly allow the event to sink in oblivion; but lie a,-ain
bobs up iii the political horizon, and again uriges Li
free trade Democratic party to again try 1'tariff it-forrn,'
sucli as The Globe holds in such high esteem. M1r. Cleve-
land, whien president, gave his country a tariff nie.aure,
and from that day f0 this the United States iias Wee
overwhelniingly Republican, and his country w'ili iiever
again net upon his froc tradc ideas.

Lt might be imagined from what The Globe :isthat
tariff legieiation in tlic United States is a colibtantiv
continuing process-that every one wvho secure: the ear
of Congress hias the taxation of the people iiiereised
on some special commodity for bis benefit; ihiat eàch
increase lielps a few by înjuring the many; th:at tIîoK
who are injured seek compensation that is readil gramted
in tbe form of new imports favoring their speeiaiutrs
at th ý expense of a broader circle of taxpayer.z. andl that
thus the ncedless burdens are multiplied and îiuhiiplid,
each notv imnport necessitating demands for inati nito>.
A more outrageous falsification of facts was never titterci,
even in the yellowest of yellowv, scandai mong4er'ng pub-
lications. The ruinous seîni-free trade tariff %%hiehw,
inst.ituted in the United States under Cleveland wý&
most happily displaced after having been weighed in thc
balance of public opinion and founid wanting, t ievclind-
ism giving place to MIclCinleyisui. The Globe touor
should know that the McKinley tariff was rîtified, and
wvent into, effeet on JuIy 24, 1897-ten yc:mrs igo-
since which date no item, or line, or word, or piututir.nn
point lias been changed. In verification (,- this we
would say that in the preparation of copy for oi r cnrrent
tariff edition of THE, CANADIAN M.NuirAcruît . haviNg
reference to the United States tariff, irn repli -an cen-
quiry we wcre informed by Mr. C. H. Heep, a.n .- sce
tary of the United States Treasury: Division u. Customn,
that no legis]ation affct.ing rates of duty in tI.. zariff act
of July 24, 1897, lad been passcd. So mi- .. for tte
st.ability of the American tariff.

'We cannet say as much for the Canadian 'l -iii. The
preseùt Dominion 'Government. came into pti. ;in W5~
and found the roster tariff in force. It was . e%ýce]leBt
tariff, not unduly protective in character, bu ood ail
effective. The government not being favor.- f0 te n-
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