
THE CANADIAN MANUFACTU1tEt. Novetaber 20,1896.
- =

flour ur bread would be any ciepIIer unIer fret trade, but
the foreign producer would s4haro the market with the home
producer, and the home producer would ho injured to that
extent. Tihe Globe's argument is in a directly contriary direc-
tion, which in Globe logic.

(3.) " If the consumption of a dozen articles gives employ-
tuent to as ianày men, a reduction of the numsber conasumned to
nine would depsuve three snuis of emiployncist, howe'or nuch
the price msight be incruased." Illustration -- If the con-
sumptive requireneu, of the country amounts to a dozen
articles, theso articles must he produced either at home or
abroad. If abroad, employmient is afforded to a dozen for-
eigners, and a dozen natives are deprived of that labor. If
the foreign coupetit-ion is so keen as to force the retirement
of three nâtives fron th business, it is certain that it supplies
work for three fureigners. Depriving natives of their emplo -
ment does not niecessarily menu any i-cre.sase or decrease in
the price of the merchandise in the manufacture of which
thoy ad been engaged. But it docs mean that the

producers of food stufla and other necessities tiat had pre.
viously been required by the unemployed, would find their
market narrowed to that extent. Tihe Globe's logic is bad.

(4.) " The eflect of high duties is to make work scarce and
wages low.' Illustration :--Thte effect of ligh duties is to
keep out foreign goodi and to encourage the production of
donestic goods. Production of nerchandise means the em-
ploynent of labor, and the enploynment of labor means good
wages. Therefore, according to Tihe Globe, if we remove
high duties and thereby encourage the importation of foreignt
goods, in the production of whiclh employment is given to
foreign labor, enployment to home labor is made more
abundant and wages are increased. A queer argument, but
this is Globe logic.

It is a most remnarkable feature in so-called high class,
intelligent journaliam, such as The Globe is an exposent of,
thai in four coisecutive -sentences in a leading editorial such
illogical and ridiculous postulates should be advanced.

TO BE OR NOT TO BE.
Discussing an editorial in this journal in which allusion

was made te the recent Conservative conference in Toronto,
and in which attention was directed to the fact that Sir
Oliver Mowat, while Premier of Ontario, iad acceded to the
request of the Canadian Manufacturers' Association to give
some substantial assiatance towards the establishment of the
iron industry in this province, to which ie was quick to ro.
spond by promising a bounty of $1 per ton upon aill pig iron
made in the province of ore- miiined in the province, The
Ottawa Citizen cones to the conclusion that this journal "up-
ports the Ontario Government on the ground that it ie a pro-
tectionist government." It tells us that the Ontario Govern-
ment is a protectionist government in fact: thait has actu-
ally given the bounty mentioned for the manufacture of pig
iron, and that in tiat one practical case it has acted upon pro-
tectionist lines. But it qualifies its remarks by declaring that
in so doing the Ontario Government has stultified the pro-
fosion of every member of the government, of every nows-
paper that supports it, and of the party in the Dominion to
which it belongs.

The reason why The Citizen thinks this journal in the wrong

in couLienLdiig Sir Oliver Muwat for bestowing an encouragh,g
bounsty upon the Ontario pig iron industry is that the Ontarmu
Liberals are a wing of the Domimion Liberalts; that for fed
eral purposes they profess a bolie in freo .tr-ule ; tinat tis%
declar od, the hustings and in the press that protection nanls
th'e robbery of one class for the benefit of anotier; tih .
it fosters the growth of artificial industries; that u.
stunts and matngles those sthat atre proper te the countit,
that it cuts down our foreign trade and mains commerce, aitu
a lot.more of ,such objectionable thtingsg; and that, in dit
unique and claîrric larguage of Sir Richard Cartwright, one of
the sacred principles of the Liberal party is that protected
mantufacturers are scoundrels. Tise Citizen tells us that th,5
journal is oblisions to these facts--to titis phase of the quam
tion-and is favorable to the Ostatit ieà Governmsent, becasm. ..
its practical adiesion to porotectisoit pirinciples in thi mssauer
of pig iron; and it volunteaers the suggestion that if the .s;
cess of the Ontario Governmtsent miseais the continuanxue sl

pover of the Libera at Ottawa, the cause that this journal
hsas at beart will have little tw be thankful for. •

It .s really distressing tu lie thus lectured by Tise Csten.
It iarrows our feelings to a mnost poignant degrce. It breaks
our leari, or words to that effeit, and causes us to ]ose 1, .....
slcep. In fact we lay awake at night grieving to tiinsk tihet
the Libe.rais are suel. naa.ughty fellows, and tisat we h .e i.ce.
found in cosmpany with themn. But blows upon our devze,
head do not comte esigly, for The Hamilton Spectator lesds a
willing hand in tis ifliction simply because we said that sir
Oliver, whatever lis political profession may be, iad acted tie
rolo of a protectionist ii tie pig iron maLter. It seess to be
a staggering blow to tiese protectionist journals tlat such a
pronounced free trader as Sir Oliver 81soIld have so far
desmeaned himself as te steal protection thunder. Tise failure
of the political party to which Tise Citizen and Tise Spectator
are attaclsed, to do all that might have boei donc in the direc.
tion of protection, night havebeen the inducement for Sir
Oliver t help along the neglected cause, but is it iot rather
unkind of them ta denounice the man wYho supplied the defi.
cienscy, and the journal that patted hin on the back for se
doing I The Spectator goes to the rabid extent of saving
that the Ontario Government has proporly nothing whaturer
to do with political questions, by which it neans to say tiat
the encouragement of the manufacture of pig iron in Outario,
beinsg a political question, Sir Oliver should not have smaeddled
with by bestowing a bonus upon it; and that sooner tisan
sec such an aet performed by a Liberal, it would have becn
better pleased, and it would have been better for the interesti
of Ontario, had it net been perfornsed. We are thankful te
say that in this respect our views are widely different. frein
those of The Spectator. In tiis connection, lowcver, it
niglt be pertinent to remark that Tise Spectator never lost

an opportunity te berate Sir Oliver because ho did not mter
fere te prevent tie export of Ontario pine logs te the United
States, which question is undeniably one that does not comse
within the scope .of the legislation of Ontario, but of tie
Dominion. The Spectator abuse. Sir Oliver because lie sold
Ontario timber limite to whoever would pay the msost for
themn, but it had but littie chidings for the Domimion Govem
ment because it did not, and does not, prohsibit tie export of
pine log$.

Tho Spectator tells us that" the Ontario Governnent iden.


