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COMMERCIAL UNION.

11 bas been known for some time that,
owing ta the contemplated visit of Pro-
fessai- Goldwin Smith ta his native con-
try, the publication of the Byslander
would be temporarily su.epended. In the
Junenumber,whicih concides the present
series, we find in more than one of the
paragraphs a reference to what is desig-
nated as Ir Commercial Union " or i A
Continental Policy." Wehavealsobefore
us a number of the Aimedican, a weekly
journal published at Philadelphia, which,
under the caption.of "Mr. Goldivin Smith
and his Canadian Critics," criticizes the
article on Commercial Union contributed
ta the May number of the London Fort.

niqtliy Review by Sir Francis Ilincks We
purpose noticing the several points which
have been deemed worthy of criticisai
by bath writers, and we siall endeavor ta
do so without "interjectinrg angry com-
ments," a terni which the Bystantder
seems ta think appropriate tò all expres-
sions of opinion different from its own.
Tie Bysander observes that "r ihere
there la ro argument there can be no re-
ply, and therefore we need not again dis-
cuss Commercial Union." The Atnerican
charges the writer iith taking advantage
of a recent article on the question o
Commercial Union not to reply ta the
advocates of such a union, but ta " abuse
plaintiff's attorney." We readily admit
that the opponents of " Commercial
Union " Jaboa under the serious disadvan-
tage of having no arguments presented
for them to conrbat. Since the commence-
nient of the discussion of the question it
bas never been pointed ont by any one of
the advocates of Commercial Union, vho,
ivi very fev exceptions, ar- ta be found

in tie United States, hov the common
tariff is ta be framed. It miglt reasonably
have been expected that the able critics
ta whom reference ias been macle, ivould
bave grappled witi the remark cited in
the Forlnightly article from a New York
Commercial: journal, which pronounced
Commercial Union 4 the idlest of follies,"'
because " it is impossible that the,
er United States rould ever admit Canada

to any voice in tieir tariff regulations,
and it is iardly corceiva ble that Canada
°" its aide "vou bm suliit ta a tarif' ir
the making of which it could take no

" part."

Let us waive for the moment the prac-
tical difficulty of a dependency admitting
the products and manufactures of a
foreign state free of duty, and at the sane
time levying duties on those of the Mother
Country; let us even assume that Canada
were completely separated from Great
Britain, and we challenge the Philadelphia
American ta submit a practical scieme
for the establishment of a common tariff.
We desire ta correct the Ainerican on
another point. Those Canadians who
deprecate the discussion of the future of
Canada are at all times quite ready ta de.
fend the political institutions vhich they
a; present enjoy. What they protest.
against is the doctrine that tire whole
policy of Canada should be subservient to
whvat is described as a continental policy.
If we construct raihways or- canals in our
own country, we are told that they are
" political" wrrks, by the very sane writer
who assures us that rr the question as to
"the political relations of Canada with
" England and the United Stàtes is one

" which no wise man. would wish to bring
on before the time." This is precisely

what wve have all along contecnded, but we
are met by the argument that, inasmuch
as our political destiny is ta be annexed
to the neighboring republic, our entire
polhcy as ta the construction of publie
works and tariffs should be regulated on
that assumption. We are told by the
Byslander tbat "speculation on the future
of England and Ireland is always going
on." Can a single instance be cited of a
British statesman making a proposition
to Parliament, with reference to any part
of the United Kingdorn, based on the
assumption that at some future day there
would be a change of illegiance? We are
told by the Bysiander that Commercial
Union " is as distinct from the political
question as is reciprocity, whici Sir Francis
Hinzcs a droeates, and which Commercial
Uniohi would only complete." The ad-
vocates of reciproeity neither proposed
nor imagined the possibility of imposing
duties on.Briis]r isparts from wbich those
from the United States would be free.
We cannot believe that either the By-
stander or the American would venture to
argue that it would .not be a " political.
question " if Canada were ta propose
differential duties against Great Britain.

The Bystander and the American ohoose
ta rssume tiat the expression in the ar.
ticle in the Fortnighily, " no effort will be
spared by the Republican and Protection-
ist party ta bring about the annexation of
Canada," was intended to convey the idea
that coercion would be employed. We
feel assured that this is a complete mis-
conception. A forcibile attempt ta annex
Canada would be a declaration of war
againàt Great Britain, and in arguing the
question, we should never think for a
moment of assuning such a course as
possible. The Bystaider tells us that "if
the people of the West did not desire an
open St. Lawrence they would be in their
dotage; so would the people of the United
States generally if they were inclined ta
reject such a federation of this continent
as would secura perfect freedom of inter-
course and exclude war." his, la
simply confirmatory ofwhat was said in the

7Fortntiglity. The Bysiander adds that' "if
the United States are ever driven into
hostile measures, it will be by a war of
tariffs conmenced .here." An admirable
specimen of patriotism truiy i lt is io
wonder that the American and other
United States journals lose no opportunity
of extolling the writer as " a man of large
views, of liberal opinions, and trained in.
the study of the historical burrents which
move the world." The idea of the United
States being " driven into hostile nmea-


