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RECIPROCITY.
We must give our contemporary, the

Chicago T5ribune, the credit of having at
last propounded a scheme of reciprocity
that can be easily comprehended wliethe-
it he practicable or not. 111e has, however,
only partially responded to our challenge,
that he should shov how his free trade
seleme could bo eorked out. It is mi-
portant that ive should clearly unde-r
stand vhat the free trade party il the
Strates are villing to consent to on a sub-
jeet of such deep interest to us; iand our
Chicage contemporary is an in fluential
exponent of the views of that section o
the people pf the neighboring Republic
We are assured that "any scheme whicl
d proposes te limit reciprocity to any
"number of articles or of classes of arti-

cles cannot be tolerated. There must
bie gen ral reciprocity or there can be
none." h''lie Tribune proceeds to ilîti.

mate that " the measure must admit to
bite U ited States every article, the
groivth product or ianufacture of. Can
adc freeofall tax or duty, and must also
provide for the like adinission of all
things groewn, prclnced or manufac-
tured in the United States te Canada

r__

" free of duty." The Tribtune admits that
with egard to foreign trade " the ques-
"tien is more clilhcult. Canada has a low
tîtariff designel for revonue purposes,
I the United States have a high tariff for
C protection and not for revenue." 'To
meet the diliculty there nust, in the
opinion of the Tý-ibsuce, be a uniform tariff.
the cluties ta bc (li'iced accoi-ding te pop-
ulation. Speculating, as we did la our
number of the 5th inst., onsuch a schcime
being propounded, wo enquired how it,
would be possible to adjust such a coin-
mon tariff. We in Cannda could proba-
bly co se iithout inuch difficulty.
Either a miemaber of our- governmnent or a
commissioner appointed by eur- govern-
ment could neet a nember of the govern-
nent of the Uciited States, or a commis-
sioner, and arrange withhin all the details
of a commercial treaty wvith a reasonable
certainty thîat the Canadian Parliamnent,
wrould sanction what lie deeiedi for the
imterest of his country. But that very
plan lias been tried oand las been found
abortive. Much tîni and labor were
expenclel in vain only a short tine ago
in trying to bring about a satisfactory
arrangement. True, it was not the precise
plan suggested by the liinme, but it was
nevertlieless the result of lengthenecl
negotiationis with persons supposed te
represelit the viws O the governmnent ot
the United States, and te kcnov vhat
would ineet the concurrence of Congress.
We deemi it unnecessary te discuss the
cetails of the seipe agreed upon. It
vould not, we are persualed, have givîen
great satisfaction in Canada but, never-
theless, we have 11 doubt tlat if it hacd
been brouglt forward by the geverment
it wouldl have received the sanction of
our Parliament. We entirely cocur ici a
remark muade at the commencenment of
his late article by the 'TriblLue, that I te

reaci any satisactory reciprocal arrange-
"monts between the two coemitries, the

idea of takiig aclvantage of one another
"nust be abaulancd," but ive maintain
that practicaly, Dwing to the diffreniit
systemns of goveriiinent whiclh prevail in
the two countries, we are left very i mucli
te the mercy of our ieighbors. We eau-
net negotiate ivith Cong-ess, and if iwe
negotiate v'itl the gorernlment of tie
United States, iwe lave not the least
security that uiy agreenent aic-riveci at
witli tlat gover-i iient will be sanctioied
by Congress. Nay, the pirobability is, lat
the iere fact tlîat Canada had agced ta
any conditions on whiclh a commercial
tréaty miglt be arracnged ivould ba suffi-
dient to induce Congress te believe that
it was forthe acvaitage of Canada, ad
cociqcatly te reject it. That sediisoefar

as we ean ijudge, -t have beenî the sole
reason for the rather discourteois r-e-
jection of Our last proposais. It muust be
boerne in mincd that the matter w-as so
arranged as to assume the forin o a lp-o.
posal froin Canacla which tise President
transmitted te Congress ai- te the Seite,
wheireas, in fact, it wras by no menus wiiat
Casnadas -eally iraciteci, but a pr-oposai
modified ic nany essential particulars to
ncet tle ascertained wisles o the United
States. 'lie Chcicago Lrirune can hardly
suppose that Caancla will repent sueli a
mode of ncgotiation, and yet the diflicul-
ty mîîeets us at once. Hfîv is it possible
ta negotiate with a country whicli has cie
governeiit tliat can give :ny assurance
that its agreements wîill b sanctioncd b)y
tie Legislature ? We do net tiicik tiat
lie Chicago Tri-bne is at all awar of tlie

difliculties in the way of a taliff that
would place a focign comctry on a msoi-o
aclvaitagceous foting in a depcndency of
the Empire thlan the subjects et tlie
Crowin in the United Kîinlgclon and ici
other colonies, te say notling Of dîficul-
ties .hatmight arise frio the inost favored
iation clause in commercial treaties wilh
various European States. We prefer dis-
cussing the question withcout reference te
difficulties of such a character, :umd we
shallassumeh tlat te whatever extent they
may be tound tO exist, they can bo over-
coie. -We do iot find in the Tribinie's
article of thé 16th inst. anîy reply to our
question, I Is Canada ta have lier fiscal
Ipolicy regulated by the United States
I Congiress, or wvould it be possible to

devise any mnensure by wrhîich joint ac-
" tion coul be secured ? I This relly is
the practical question. Se far as the
Jencrican protectionists are concerned,
ve should imagine thsat nothing would

please then moi-e than the very sciecmo
sucggested by tho T-ibiie, provicded alvays
tley îvere satisfied nritc the comnson tac-
if. Let us, fo argument sake, suppose
that the present United States tariff were
adopted by Caiacla ci bloc, would nlot the
protectionists be satisfied iwith the aboli-
tiono the ' frontioc- euîstomniuses," with
all the wvonderful results pr-dicted in tle
former article of the T-ibunie, rhich called
forth ours of the 5th. Why, the Tribune

predictecd a sale of Aiericani mîîanucsfac-
tures ta the extent of $50,000,000 at the
start, ta b incrieased in fie years te
$200,90,000. We owi that ive (10 iot
believe that the Congress of the UJnited
States iwould agree to any such comiier-
cial arraigementas that suggested by the
'&ribiiie, and irhich diffe-s *widely from
any yet proposeri by theiBoardcIs of Trale,
and it is therefore hardly worth while
deahigso -itih the questio of difficulties


