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learn ta regard schools of ail kinds "as

mýisstinary ageucies, not business corpora-

tions." Morality is nat the resuit of in-

teilectuai sud scicntiflc teaching. " Per-

sonal example sud personial affection are its

truc soi], sud education must be organized

tipon that basis in arder ta be effective."

Wheu parents sud boards sud educators of

every grade shahl have camne ta sec that

moral traiuing, character-bnildiug, should

be the first sud chief end af ail educational

processes, nat a more aide issue or- accom-

panimeut, sud wheu ail wha have ta do

with the training of the yaung shahl be

chosen on this principle and given ample

scope for carrying it out in practice, then

and not tilI then will the prob]em of re-

ligions instruction in the schools have been

soived.

THE NEW N. P'.

Yon caunot create power, is a niaxint
aVsolutely irrefutable. Power can be
made, but not created, aud it is the difler-
ence betweeu makirtg and creating whîch
bas led ta sa much confusion of thonght
among protectiouists. Things wbich are

cqusi ta the same thiug are cqual ta anc
another, is also a maxim which il is impos-

sible todeny. This likewise lias been ban-
died about with diverting incousistency by
worshippers of Chat great sud glaonos in-
stitution, the National (?) Policy. Let us
look juta titis a little dloser. By the first
maxim wc infer that, thongh we cannat
create, we can make power. But what does
the second maxim tell us 1That ta mnake
anc power requires an equal power with
which ta do it. This being the case, wc
se at once that ta build up a nation by
tsxing its people i nothing mare nor les
than an attcmpt ta create power by either
imibeciles or iutercsted sud dishonest mndi-
viduals, both in aud ont of the palitical
worid. The protectianist tells us that
power is taken from the people in the
shape of. mouey, but that the power s0
taken goca ta bnild up Che nation. Whitt
pitiable idiotcy 1 Whoevcr heardof taking

pIower /romi a people ta make tbem pawer-
fui. If power is taken from a people, in
whatsoever shape, the people arc just sa
inuch the weskcr. To deny this is exactly
the same as asscrting that a part being
taken from a whale, the wbole remains.

Two questions are coutinualiy being
asked : Whiere has ail this money whicb bas
been taxed ont of us gone ?h Why have wc
rctrogresscd during the last fiftcen years,
wheu we have hiad sncb a nîsgnificent con-
try ta developi ? I auswer ta the irst
question, t wonld point ta ( ' anadian million-
aires, some of wbom live in luxury in Eng-
land sud the continent af Europe upon the
Canadian's bard earned nîoncy, and ta aur
appallingly costly goverument. To the
second 1 would answer, if we amuse aur-
selves by maintainîng, sud invebting aur
ssvîngs in, an extravagrant goverument
sud a'îtbctic millionaires, we can hardiy cx-
peut ta do more than hoid aur own; most
certainly wc cannot hope ta progress as a
nation. It is now time wc Iooked thor-
ougbly inta aur present situation. There
is such a tbing as taxing ourseives inta an-
nexatian ta the United States sud out of au
Empire which wiil be, oec mauy ycars pass
by, much more powerful aud respected by
the world than ei-en at present. The pro-

tectionist tells us that wc are taxed as a
preveutive to anuexation. He affirms that
the N.P. is uot s gigantia system of taxa-
tion, but a system of protection to aur in-
dustries agaiust, cbk'fly, United States
campetition. No wonder, indeed, that the
advocate for tarifi for revenue only sud
houest administration is tempted ta des-
pair of success wheu sncb as those argu-
ments are put forward, sa devoid of the
most elemntary conception of politicai
eccuamy. What is our demnocratic form of

gaverumeut but an administration for the
people, by the people, and with the people 'h
Are we not fl agrantly iguoring the flrst
principle of goverument when we counten-
suce any administration which is bonnd ta
s poiicy of hanJing the people's mouey ta
anc clasï

The protectionist caunot answcr this
successfully, but informs us that wbat is
right in principle is not always expedient-
' twould be mare manly ta use the politi-
ciaus real excuse, convenen-iu practice.
Any thoughtful man can sec Chat the un-
bridied use of this argument wonld lcad ta
ans rchy. T might ask, if we have no rule
of right, wiiat ie under heaven have we
wbich wc can follow with confidence aud
hope

The protectionist tells us that protec-
tion is s necessary expEdient to preveut aur
market beiug captured by the United
States manufacturer. lu other wordi, it is
au expedieut ta prevent Canadiaus buyiog
in the cheapest market. Before leaving
this argument, 1 will tell a talc of not sa
very long ago, when the sugar manufactur-
iug cities of BristdI sud Grcenock, Great
Britain, werc placed in trying circnmstances
by the bonusiug by the French Goverumeut
of the sugar iudustry iu France. This
assistance from their governmuït cuabled
French manufacturerE ta place their sugar
upon the Englisb mar kets about twopeuce
per lb. cheaper than the manufacturers of
Grcenacic aud Bristol conld afford ta seli at.
These cities closed down their sugyar mnilîs
sud applied for goverument assistance. The
case was pressing, as huudreds in bath
cities were throwu ont of emplaymcut. The
government, howcvcr, after careful tbought
and enqniry, came ta the conclusion that it
had no right ta tsx thc wholc people ta sus-
tain anc class. It said that for every pound
of French sugar the Englishiman bought,
the Frcuchman mnade hîm a present of twa-
pence! sud that ta interfere with sncb a
satisfactory state of affairs for the sake of
anc claqs was not within the province of

any governmeut for the whole people,
When ssked iýndignantiy what the unem-
pioycd in Grcenock and Bristol werc to do,
the goverumeut answcred, that, if for cvery
pound of commodity bought by Engiand,
she were ta receive a preseut of twc pence,
thc whole people of Great Britain would
soon be rich enuuh ta do without work 1
That, as Eugiaud was growing richer for
evcry pound of sugar she bought, the un-

eïmployed of Bristol aud Greeuock wouid
soon find employment more remunorative
than the anc they had been deprived of.
Such was the govemument's ultimatum sud
time provcd it absolutely correct in cvery

rar ticnlar.
This is preciseiy the position of Canada

to-day. The United States bonus their in-

dustries enorrronsiy. Why should wc not

take ail aur neigbbors arc stnpid cnangh ta

give us, throw the aid N.P. overboard and
boidly adopt a uew onc. The ncw national

poiicy would contain the foiiowing clauses :
First, that religion sud the state be

kept spart, and ail public appropria? ýofl for

sectarian institutions of any kinid shall
cesse.

Second, taxation only for hanest and
economic goverumetit.

Third, unity of the Empire and earll
representation in the Imperial Hanse.

Trhe firkt clause is one which, at the
present time, will meet the appro;'al of, a,,

truly religious people of whstever religious
belief. The present religio political ecite'
ment bids fair to swamp the real issue be6

fore the country-tariff ireform-5fld, if

unchecked by feelings of loyslty ta ot0r

country, it is not impossible that civil wiSr
will resuit. That such a war might b'
productive of certain benefits uitiriiatell
cannot be snccessfully denied, but all tru0

minded men will pray that bath Protestants
and (3atholics will be guided by ressoti,
the elcmcutary princîples of cominan selGeo
and so avert the necessity. Iu British

Columbia in the place of religions pohIt'c
and schouls, we have religions peaCe,an
are weil content. As a resuit, Our edt'$

tional systeým is of the hiyheist, possible

order, and Protestants and CatholiCs live
si(le by side as brothers aud Christial5 Tb

principles upon which this webterfl~c
vince wss founded, are worthy of iffita'
tion by ahl other Provincas even at groo
sacrifice.

0f the second clause 1 need not Olk
as it explains itself to every ratiO0lo

m an.
0f the third clause I have aiready wi

ten in TiiE WEK, of 291h SeptWlber'
1893, and not in vain, for it is naw a, live

issue amiong the Toronto Young Conserl'
tives.

This is a wide question, aud onc w7hicb

has been subject to great maisapprehlensiO,

among colonials generally. The canse .01
this misapprehension was the pr,,ferenOtî
trade question which should neyer .BvS
been admitted inta the Imperial FederAtîo
utovement, for two reasons. First, it 1
attempt to coerce weak commercial ttoî
Coercion is a palicy which rarely failk t,

defeat its own end. We sec this in MeIJ~

leyism, and are familiar with the re5 w
Openiy expressed hatred of the Un'
States by more than ane nation. The sc
ond resson, however, is thc most ill1Piof

sut. It is in direct antagonisu] t0 rao
political economy, for, auy preforential ,,01
quektion will rarely depend upan the
of taxati.un the countries concernied In

adopt. If we consider this subicet foroer
little, we tind that no more tlimsy n e
of building up an empire could possblla
conceived. If, ixi a few years, wher
cesses to tax ber itnports altogetherg ire
wiIl her prefercutial trade with the rpo
be 1 At present we have the protectO0ge
sud soon we msy bave the tariffiforreethe
advocatc in power, Gan we ig'nore $%
singie-tax advocate 'l Thongh single. gly
and the millennium have been a¶ius'Ireee
couplcd together, there are now a g tb6

number of people who affirm that thio' 10o
ouly just foirua of taxation. As thts. cil

municipal, sud in some cases, provio~

form of taxation, it will be nnderstoO Ito

come into force much moire rapidîl be
any form of Federai taxation which C&O
proposed. «

Saine have aslted the questionC) b
advau.tigc wouid Imperial Federati?1 &Jde
the colonies if there is no preferetiS 000b
paiicy 1 litperial Federation is nOt 'o 00il
a question of advantage as of noe 01J

Oat wcst here we do not requiri ta b8sni
that if the Eiglish-speaking world doeS
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