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"The native Irish, Lord Salisbury says,
though in truth tie CoItic and Teutonic
stocks are now inqxtricably mingled, aiways
bave hated us, and will continue to do so.
It does flot occur to him to agir why they
have hated us. He takes it as a law of
Nature. A student of Irish history would,
however, flot only agir the question, but
find it easy to answer. For cinturies we
mrade war upon the Irish, pluniered them,
dispossessed thema of t'teir lands, persecuted
their religion, imposed on themn an alien
Churcli. Nin-ty-five years ago we goaded
them into a reblion, and put it down with
circumstanc-ýs of frightful cruelty. During
most part of this century, we have treated
their compiaints sometimes with neglect,
sometimes with contumely, have introduc)d
reforms sîow1y and grudgingiy, have ruis-
managed their affairs, refused the restora-
tion of their Legisiature, maintained an
oppressive land-system. Tbese thinge
which any one may flnd fully set forth by
eminent writers belong,'ng to Lord Saiiï.
bury's own party, are enough to, accolant
for the long continuedl bitternees of the
Irishi. As tXiese grounis of offence bave
diminished, go has the hatred ; when they
have vanîshed go wihi the hatred vanish.
Such at least is the teaching of history.
Scotolimen and Englishmen foughit with
and hated one another for eight centuries,
but that hoatility disappeared witi its
causes. It was not mere Legisiative Union
tiat removed it. Legislative Union did
not reconcile Scotland ; it was the circumu
stances that foilowed the Scottish Union
and the cessation during hast cent'iry of the
old causes of strife. And the expectation
that Ireland also will forget former ani-
mocsities when the causes of strife have
ceased to operate is based, n)t on mere
OPtimism, but on common sense and respect
for the teachings of experience. Lo)rd
Salisbury is riglit in thinking that a hostile
Ireland nlay be dangerous in war time.
Hie is wrong if lie thinks that she ceases to
b3 dangerous b3cause the Government is ini
the handa of a British Executive. Neyer
was she more dangerous titan in 1780-81,
and 1796-98, when the Executive was
absoiutgly under orders front Lo)ndon. It is
the hostility of the peophe that is menacing,
and the moral of Lord Salisburys references
to history is this: I.3eware Of incensing the
nation as you did in 1780 and 1796."

Mr. BrYce concindes with a reference
tl eue " inýernationa1 aspect of the question
whic'i Lord Salisbuiry lias failed te noticet,
though lie (Mr, Bryce,) deems it by far
the mî st important. It is the fact that the
largest part of tie Irish race is now Outsidit
Ireiand. IlIn the United States alon,
there are to3-day more Irighm 3n-ehat is t i
say, men Irishi in race and in politicai
sentiments and conduot, than in Irelind
herseli." It is the anti-British attitude of

this great mass of Irialimen, which poli-
ticiani are forced to reokon with, that is
"the one obstacle, to that solid and
durable friendship b3tween the Govern.
ment of the United States, and that ef the
Q ueen, which is, in our international rela-
tions, the thing most to 1) 3 desired. " Here
is, Mr. Bryce thinks, something practical,
tangible, real, and worth aiming at, Ilwhich

may wehl Outw-igh speculations abou1t thE
impression wiich the Hom3 Rule Bill
ma'kes on the minde of Indian Ryets."

RECIPROCITY BETWEEN THE UNITED
STATES AND CANADA. - Ill.

Tie propositions for rociprocity whici were
sul)mîntted by the Canadian C overrnmont to tu
Harrisoni Administration at Washington arc
gelleraily uîiderstood t<, have emhraccd tic
following ternis :-Free trade botwecn tic two
c(tunti-ies in tic raw jîroducts î>f thc fatal, tic
forest, tic mites, and tic fislieries, including
ail articles mnîufacturcd tir partially mnaiu-
factured froin tie saine, whiclî were included
il) tie tormcr rociprocity troaty ;thc iriland
waters f rom tic hoad of Lake Superior to tic
occan, and ail tic canais conîîected ticrcwiti,
tog'ethier witi tic coasting trade thîcreot tît bo
enj<îyed by tie citizens of btîth counitriee on
froe and equal torms ;tic fisierios on occan
and inlaîîd waters to b lnst froc to boti
counitries and suhJect to saine conîdititons for
eacli ; tic mactî(factureti goods of cther
country to be admnittect into tic otier on as
favorable tcrris as thiose of any other nation;
a limjted list of suci nanied manufactures as
miglit be agreed upon, to be admittcd into
eitier country, froe of duty ; Canada main-
taining tic right to admit, froc of duty, froru
Great Britain or any otier country, any or ahl
cf tic articles s~o adtnitt-d from tic Unîited
States.

The counte- prop.îIsiti(îîts of tic United
States Administration appear to have licen :
Tint any reciprîîcity trcaty înust include
American manufactures gcnerally, amid tint
similar trcatinclit ntu8t not be extended tii any
otier country ;tint tic U'nited States " would
flot be iitclinod t<î accept n treaty upî>n any
otier hînsis thita tint of a free entry of bloti
tlieir natural anti manufactured produots into
Canada, coupled witi discrimination against
aIl other c<)utries." Mr. BMaille intimâtcd
tint it was clear t<i his mind, -' tint; no otîter
arrangement would suit the United States, and
tint it mua3t be acconpanied by discrimination
in fav<îr oif tic United States, csipcciaily against
Great Britalît, whîci was tboir great cempetit(ir,
and tint it must likcwise bc accoîîîpanied b)y
tic adoîption of a uniformn tariff for fltc United
States and Canada, e<qual to, titat of tie Unitcd
States. With sncb a widc divergence betwen
tic vicws of tic representatives cf tic Unitcd
States and Canadian Gover inionts, a conttinu-
ance cf tic Conference wns uscless, and the
ný-gotiations terminated.

If reciprocity between tic two countrics,
based upon fair and equitabie termes, wouidl
tend te their mutuai prosperity and to tic
eî1 uai advautage cf both, as it undoubtedly
wouid, te wiich cf two Goveruments siould
tic biame be attacicd for failure ini arriving at
an undcrstanding ?

It is charged by tic ap)ponents oif tic
Canadian Goverrument, tiat thîey were insincere
lu their efforts te obtain reciprecity ; tint thcy
hall ne reason for expecting tiat thc ternis
wbici tiey propesed could possibly be accepte
cd, because cf tic muci larger advantag-
wiici Canada weuld derive, as co>mpared with
tic United States. ls tiere any good found-
atien for tuis charge, or were tic terrus pro.
posed by tic Canadian Geverninent unreason-
aile ?Wicn tic McKinley bill was passed hy
te UJnited States Congreas, it was accoînpa-nied by a scieme ef reciprecity applicable te
everY country lu tic continent cf America,
except Canada. Tic avowed objects cf tic
contemplatedl treaties of reciprocity were te-reduce the large adverse balance cf tradE
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which existed aginst the United îîali'1

to inecase its experts of pro duce X

factures to these countries. Cal ' la '

speciaily exempted froin the operatl'on aeiif'

treaty, either owing to, whiat th CD of

(4overrnîent supposed tg) ho a 111l 5<co>îcep C
the truc piositionl of the trade b)etwt<Cîl et

and the Uuitedl States, or froffn lo s

idea that the United States occuî>ie tob

controfing poweor over that coiri~ . g'ce 90

able to regulato it accordilK to its M'il f

pleasuro. The Cailadiaiil Il cfl]îti
ing to Xahington, was lu a postion t<''11o

by the records of the United 'States ilcr
Industries :-I eell

1. That since 1872-73 thero îîad irt

every year, a large exces, ini tht, ip -t e

Canada from the United States, over
ports to that counirry. rodita

2. That while tilt oxports tif raw Prghboy

from Canada to the United States afil
exceedcd the imports of like îîrodUots ac

United States, Canada's inliports 11111

tured goods froin thp.t country .d Ofr fhsca
morchatîdiso~tfl thtthse oresfti

more largeiy excoedo(l its exp rtnriflg 0
four yoars, iiad averageilover
annually. ýt jfl

3. That Canada is the fourth lare -i

importe of this class of goodls exel f laie
seventi part of the total O Irterelf 'rI
States manufactures ;that ail t i« bic cat
is admitted into Caniada, Ofl "tt fro1r' ire
as the «aine articles art, atlilit'elfo rodutS
Britain, which adinits Caniadian Prucs fr111

of duty. froc <if (11t', gecre
4. T bat Canada adroits, 50 )r coii op

the United States, about dot
rncrchandjse thi ht onr the~

Caaa nsaine ternis. passilg .,aie
5. '[bat even prior to the, Il d, yf'

McKinley bill, the averaLge rate rc tiia"
by Canada on dutiable g<tîds înP('rer ,

thc UJnited States was 20 per c l thiete
tie average rate of duty icvied 11i1) a St
Inerchandise if imiported intol th< Unite b
f rom Canada. etbli$od li

In view of the above fact5 l, Ir.1 iin
United States officiai reort$ justîf iei
Canadian Government wasa"l )b11oX0JY
demniiding a modification of the Maly rebei't
ciauscilof tie McKinley bill; and if thed b&
for reinoving its just corillaiIIt' C fair i
found in a treaty of recIpip y od c"
caîdid consideratioti of'the Ocit5 n c e o

of tie commerce Iîotween the tWmn(j1 tiiatit
muet coinvince any impartial 11 1h lafl i

teristered by the Canaiait rJOcg~
were emîncntly just aîîd res, of A' £¶bc
procity with the othior couitrie~S d?
were advisabie, why no, Wit l~ ,
following two tables show the POsiti Phe
commerce between the Enited Sta ~ it to
other couittries, prior and sUS~I~swbII
operation of the reciprocitY treate '11
were made with theni :- Otto~, t1i'
STATEM £NT showing the totatl ,%lues of 00îlc

Exporte of merchandise into al,' je%,
Unitei States froin M@xic(), Sinci oe~
Wtiit Indfies and Souîth Am1rdIla Jt)
during the f ollowing years ll. n 4 18'~
Complled f romnýatelllpotN

ofteBurean of Saill-
937 to 842.

_--aïs 
0I

1891 ........ 42,52577 901.,
1892 ........ 2884,02 ,486

Total fer 3 _844s$e.0
yesrs... $730,348,054 $S278,84,8

Propertien of Experts te
Importe ............ 3751 be«

Value cf the aioe Imperts, disliguî
dutiable and f ree.


