
Zu hniun nature that it should be 80,
ther ea be no0 doubt of the tact tha t

tiiin a they are and humnan na-
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t-ethe V Deentst the miaking and oeil-
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Ofe 0o be thus put at ths
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Q4t ny Point ln regard to whîcli

tt ocrtere n and the Opposition were
'oel the Prrceut debates was ln the

"%Vo &pOtection must flot be contin-
9l'vef iflulustry lu wlîich advant-

k uwsl8 elg taken 01 lit to form comblu-
0. and Increas prices aud profits. But

the,~ ere 18 alinost inlinite room for
t~~ oft~ O! P AlOul as to th, mrits of the

À podases Which inay or may not be

O4Vunt cornte under thi. rulo. We
~~de fOrtuluateiy no reliable tribunal to

Iew 1are and w-iîat are flot exor-
Prit111ces and profits.

busin 0phicaîîy conoidered the whoie
%81 huinilîîatin to our pride of

1'W ~th on at unpleasantîy suggestive
lh4 luapalt of even so-calied Christ-
eto~n""les3to work together for the

lai er'l 00dOneven an enlghtened self-
ju prlecile to say nothing of any dis-
~tretg OP altrinstîc one. Nor dots

lepe tbeay au!! iclent reason Vo
Ilet any- radical Improvement lu Vhe

ar future Event Co-operation, to which

*11l Ooin wlth hopefulness, and
q to afford a practicable means

eilu the lflterestis o! capital and
antli a certain sphere, and thus9

g "edto tht suicidai struggle be-
thbe W 0closely related Intereste,
4~~ tt enerai adoption wouid bie a

bkOon Vo any cornmunlty, would stili

b mPOCitg of conmbinatlon which
le IFaade a meane o! oppression' to

tnninOutoide is 8phere. Tht gen-

qoultd co-operation of ailclse
ulItY, or state, or even of civil-

nations fOi the good o! ail, whlch la
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le, for the present aV ieaet, obviousiy lmt-

practicabie. It is impracticable either be-

cause the people lu any given conmmunitY
canuot trust Vhemetivts Vo select and place

at the head of affairs their most coulpe-

lent and trustvçVorVhy men, or because the

linost competent and rustworthy men in

the States canno the trusted Vo devise and

operate a systsmt of the only kind worthy

o! an eulighteutd and Chiristian commun-

ity. Otherwise a solveut o, the difficulty

timiglit soont be found lu moine sociaiistic

systent, elther o! Governimefit control, or

of State ownerehip and management of al

Vhe great sources or naýtional wealth. As

IV le, it le not easy Vo sec wby, even fromt

the point of view o! the proteCtioflist, IV

would not be bof b safer and more effect-

ive for the Goverrametit Vo Vake power Vo

f lx maximum pricea lu Vhs case o!, protected
combinations than Vo Vhreaten sucli coin-

binatiofls witiî tht abolition o, the Varif

and the letting lose upon Vliem o! the dogs

of free competitiofi. The former method

coulil always be made successful; the lat-

ter often fails Vo prevent gross extortion

front the cousuniing piiblic. Tlie admission
that f ree trade is not a panacta for ail
jeconoinc iis lenot at ail inconsiset

lwIVh our Niew that IV le the only poiicy

worthy, o! a f ree people.

We are noV sure that Hou. C. H. Reeve,

iu the Ameritan Journal of Politice, dos
noV enunciate a valuable princîple il ie

1proposal Vo make a clear distinction be-

Vlween individuals and corporations lu

economic legislation. Whie rightly leav-

ing Individuals f ree to buy aud-seii lu the

labour marke&, ie w ouid tiave ail corpor-

ations subject Vo regulations epecially
made for Vhs protection of.tb'e employee

and consumer and ail concerned. A special

feature of suceh legisiation lie wouid make

the preservatiofi o! Vhe Individual respon-

sibility or cadi member, Thus, instead of
a corporation being au entity without a

-soul, lie would have iV henceforth a Vhing
made up o! as many responsible souls as

there were individuals composing It. The
ýurtlier postulats that Vhs F4VaVe which

creates Vhe corporation lias the riglit Vo

say upon whaL conditions a charter shall

be given it. and to retain ail Vhs power
of control uecessary Vo the protection o!
Vhe rigbie of individuals i.na of dlie pub

lic lut ail their relations Vo it, le ont whlch

no one can w-tii refuse Vo grant. Yet it

le one which miglit enabie thle State Vo
hold a key by which many at least of Vhs

problems created by combines and trusts

and strikes couid lie solved o!!-iîand.

TRIE RIGHTS 0F PARLIAMENT.

The Opposition at Otta'wa did wtli Vo

bce somewhat Indignant at Vhe way ln

whieh noV ouiy the Houe o! Conumons but

the people of Canada have been Vreated
by tht Goverument lu Vhe matter o! tht

Washingtou Reciprocity Conference. IV
dos certainiy seem a littîs too badl that

IV le not VIII two ysars alter tht event

that Parliament and Vhs public are per-
miLtted Vo know Vint a fuli record o! the

proceedînge at that conference le lu pos-

session of tht Goverumelit. Whatever may
have betu the exact Vernis In whIch- tht

reptattd Inquirles for fuiler and mort de!-
mnite information Vouchiug Vhe discussions
which took place at that tlme betwttn

tht representatives o! the two Goveru-
queuts nay have been fromn tume Vo timel
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arimwered, there' can be no doubt, lh.tt
the Impression was conveyed to, aIl Inter-
ested that no record o! those discussions
was kept. The absence o! sucli record was
obviousiy the oniy thing which could bave
justifled the Minister of Finance lu draw-
iug upon his persona i recoliections of what
took place on that occaision lu order Vo
furnîsh himseif w ith iigaterlal for defence
agairnbt those wlio chaiienged the acte or
poiicy of the Goyernment lu the matter,
.without affording the Members o! the
House the mens of comparing those re-
collections with an authentlc record, or

o! studying the statements recalled lu

their relation to the context. Tht impart-
ial onlookpr comild flot heip feeling sur-
prlsed at the Vime that~ Mr. Poster couid
have desmed it consistent either with the
courpesy of debate, or witli common fair-
isems, to use for his own purposes sucli
portions as suited hlmt o! a document
whieh was not %vithIn reacli o! bis op-
1ponents. That surprise 15 lucreased when
it now becomes known that lV was quite

withiu bis power, hiad lie been 80 disposed,

Vo have laid the documents lu question up-
oit the table of the House. On a par wlth
Vhis was the f iimsy_ excuse of the premier
for its cofltiflued non-productIon, vIz., that
it is necesary f irst Vo obtaiu Vhe permis-
sion o: Vhe British Goverument,, and the
stili fl:tsler excuse for Dot haviug before
obiuuine1 sucli permission, that no formai

demand had before been made for the pro-
duction o! Vhe papers lu question. How

could the I7ou,ýe be expected to aek for
the production oi papers whIch Vhey were

,permiVted -flot to say led-to believe non-
existent ? 1W'haV more natural, on the
other had, titan for a Goverumeut which

had a proper respect for the rîglits o!
Jz'arliament and due regard Vo tht princi-

pie o, remponsibillty, which Ie the corner-
stone of the Canadian politicai system,
than to have songht sncb perm!sslon o!
its own motion and ha8tened voiuntarily
Vo take Vhe people's represeutatIves into

their coiidence? Sir John's defeuce ln
éthis matter lias, we are forced Vo say,l
too mucli the natkure o! a iaw-yer's quibbIeý
and rûrnuds one unpitasantly or monte fea-,
turcs o: one or two noted speeches made
by lim on a former occasion, on which we
,Oiiîured iit Vhs time. But whatever
,may liave'seenied to hint permissible lu the
Kvay o: speciaj pieadlng ln hie eapecity as
a subordinate member o! the Administre&-
tion, it sureiy ought noV Vo be too mueh
Vo expect front ont occupyiug the exaited
position o! First Minister, that lie shouid
exhibit that profoundi respect for Vhe
riglit, and (llgnity o! Parillment whieh
le happily characterlstlc o! the successive
qprem:ers of Great Britain, and should
treat tht welundsrstood wishte of the
people's representatives wlth correspond-
ing frankness and courtesy.

ID saying so mucli we are by no means
unmIndful o! Vue well-known, and very ne-

cessary coristituilonal usage whlch - ac

cordti cabinet ministers the rights Vo
iwltlhold at discretioli any documents or'
other Information on matters of Interna-

tional conceru, whenever they are prepared

Vo say on their reeponsibiiy as Her Ma-
Jesty's advisers that, lu their opinion, the
bringing down of such papers at thetVimte
ivould noV bie ln the public Interest. Had
Sir John Thonipsofi or Mr. Poster tdken
that position lu the preseut case we do
not suppose that anything more wouid
have been sald, hovrever diffîcuit IV mlght


