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the Mother Country should have been de-
populated long before the present time,
through the rush of laborers to protection-
ist countries. That the opposite has been
the fact, to a marvellous extent, everyone
knows. The fallacy probably lies in the
assumption that those to whom employ-
ment would be given by the industry es-
tablished through the operation of the pro-
tective tariff, were doing nothing before the
passing of the tariff, and would have con-
tinued to do nothing had that tariff not
been passed, which is manifestly absurd,
The very fact that importation is increaged
when the tariff is lowered or abolished
proves thatin its absence some other in.
dustry, more natural to the country,
flourishes and produces the articles, of
whatever kind they may be, which are sent
out of the country in exchange for the im-
ported commodities, Otherwige the impor-
tation could not be kept up. Instead of
thero being less employment in the country
in consequence of importation, it is evident
that there must be more, to the extent, at
least, of the increase of labor caused by
the exchange of productions. This is, of
course, a very elementary bit of political
economy, but it scems necessary to keep re-
peating it.

In his recent speech at Bangor, Maine,
Governor McKinley, the author of the
taritt which bears his name, seems to have
involved himself in a maze of contradic-
tions, which did not, however, prevent his
party from gaining an overwhelming victory.
At one moment he dwelt bitterly upon
the fact that, for the first time in many
years, the revenue, under the Democratic
rule, had fallen below the expenditure ; at
the next he made capital out of the Demo-
cratic doctrine that reduced taxation means
increaged importation, and, consequently,
increase of revenue. He denounced the
free trade tendencies of the new tariff and
proceeded to show how small was the in-
creage in the free list. He pointed out
how far the Act falls short of fulfilling the
pledges of the party and meeting the views
of the President, and yet vehemently de-
nounced the Democratic leaders for pro-
posing to continue the struggle for the im-
provement of a bill with which, he shows,
they have every reason to be dissatis-
fied. But, above all, he takes a most pes.
simistic view of the effacts to be wrought
by the new tariff. He has no hope of pros.
perity during its continnance. In singular
contrast with this are the cheerful views of
Mr. Chauncy M. Depew, another leading
Republican and probably the most influen-
tial man in the ranks of the party. Mr:
Depew confidently predicts that the ¢ set-
tlement” of the tariff question is ‘¢ the be-
ginning of a new era of prosperity.” He
predicts, moreover, that no greal change
will be made in the tariff for long years to
come. In this case, as in so many others,
it will very likely be found that the truth
lies between the extremes. It is improb.
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able that any sweeping changes in the tarift
will be made, or even agitated for in the
near future. But it is pretty certain that
what are, from the revenue-tariff point of
view, very serious blemishes in the present
schedule, will be fought against and removed
one by one, until the whole is made less in-
consistent and more scientific.

The armies of the Chinese and Japanese,
which have been so long facing each other
in Corea, have at last, it seems, come to
close quarters. A battle of some magnitude
has been fought, and the Japanese have
been victorious. This is only what was to
be expected, seeing that, to say nothing of
the probably superior fighting qualities of
the Japanese, and their more modern ideas
and methods, they have the advantage in
Corea, in every respect, saving, perbaps,
the preference the native Coreans seem to
cherish for the Chinese. As a matter of
fact, it appears to be pretty well established
that the Japanese rulershave been preparing
for this war for many years, with the result
that they are now able to confront their
enemy with overwhelming odds in their
favour, in respect not only to numbers, but
also to military preparations of every kind.
Their facilities for landing troops in Corea,
and their promptness in doing 8o, even before
war had been formally declared and their
knowledge of the topographical character
of the country, gave them, with other
advantages, a superiority in numbers which
geems to have enabled them to outflank and
almost surround the Chinese force. But to
whatever cause the victory is due, the fact
—for we suppose this must be accepted as a
fact, however reports from Chinese sources
may modify or minimize it—that so com-
plete a victory has been gained, and that
the Japanese are, in consequence, enabled
to fortify themselves in the country which
is the bone of contention, will almost cer-
tainly give the Japanese an immense
advantage in the future, especially so far as
the possession of that country is concerned.
It will be very ditficult for China now to
pour suflicient troops inte the country to
dispossess the victors. 1f Japan’s real
object was only to establish her claims in
Corea, she may now content herself with
completing her victory there, and acting
mainly on the defensive until her antagonist
is ready to come to terms. But it is likely
that she is actuated by a much larger ambi-
tion and that China may yet be compelled
to fight on her own soil for the integrity of
her own kingdom.

The United States bave made a treaty
with China in which the Chinese Govern-
ment consents—perhaps because it was use-
less to do otherwise ; perhaps because it is
not itself anxious for the expatriation of
millions of its own people—that no Chinese
‘ghall be permitted to enter United States
territory for a term of years, Such a
treaty, no less than the harsh legislation
which preceded it, opens some large ques-
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tions of right and wrong. The
tions underlie the legislation ©
Parliament, which imposes & 2
dollars upon every nativ !
enters the Dominion. Rev. Princip?
protested warmly against the latter iy
other day, as unchristian, and 80 unWorthe
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glaring inconsistency in the condu'ct om )
man who, as a Christian, subscrlbe"' -
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as a politician, votes for the
law whose clear purpose is to PT
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they may enjoy to the full the blessli‘gs '
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as we can see, the only ground ©
this exclusion, for the American ap
Canadian legislation have the same en o
view, could possibly be defended on Chfrm
tian principles, would be that the h:ese
that would result to the people of ¢ he
countries from the free admission o l;ee
Chinese would be greater in kind of d?gese
than aay loss that can result to the Ch‘m s
from their arbitrary exclusion. The (Jbrn
tian doctrine of human brotherhood,
its law of love would quickly settle
question.
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Taking for the moment a wider, f
many will deem it, a narrower view 0 Lo
question, and regarding it from the Pf"“,ce
view of what we call natural right or just! rél
what conclusion shall we reach! We 8
not at all sure that any such distinC“_"D
we here attempt to make, is etth"p
valid. But let us assume, as so many Se“w
to do, that a people in their organizﬁd _Ca?
city as a nation are justitied in pursu‘“gﬂl
policy of selfishness, such as would be |
pugnant to every higher notion of mor ,
in an individual, by legislating SimP]ys i
the promotion of their own i“teresltlers.
utter disregard of the effect upon ot e
Does it follow that any and every -peofw
are justified in the exclusion of imlll'grae '
from other countries, if they are persud (08
rightly or wrongly, that such exclu®
will promote their own well-being
question is & living one, for the Ame!
Congress is now restricting foreigh i it
gration from every land, and many otiﬂﬂ
influential citizens are openly advocd 08
measures for thestill more rigid exclu.sc’n
of incomers from other parts of the Ame‘;om
continent and from Euarope as well 8 oelf
Asia. To many the question will .gcal' i
seem an open one. Is not all our %!
lation, for instance, bagsed upon this oad®
gelfish view ! And do not we i © g
carry it tosuch an extreme that wo ' e
to consider the effects of our tar o0
upon our brethren in the Mother Cot gtioh
for whom we are never tired of P i
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