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COMMERCIAL UNION.

It has been known for some time that.,‘

‘owing to the contemplated visit of Pro-
fessor Goldwin Smith to his native coun-
try, the publication of the Bystander
would be temporarily suspended... In the
June number, which concludes the present
_ series, we find in more than one of the
paragraphs a reference .to what is desig-

nated as * Commercial Union ¥, or # A’
- Wehave also before

.. -Continental Policy.”
us a number. of the American, a weekly
journal published at Philadelphis; which,
under the caption. of # Mr.. Goldwin Smith
and his Canadian’ Critics,” criticizes the

article on, Commercial Union conmbuted-

o, the May number ot‘ ‘the London | Fort.

nightly Review by Sir Francis Hincks. We
purpose noticing the several points which
have. been deemed worthy of criticism
by both writers; and we shall endeavor to
do so without * interjecting  angry-com-
ments,” a' term which the Bystander
seems to think appropriate to all expres-
sions of opinion different from its own.
The RBysiander observes that * where
there is no argument there can be no re-
ply, and therefore we need not again dis-
cuss Commercial Union.” The American
charges the writer with teking advaniage
of ‘a recent article on"the question of
Commercial. Union not to reply to the
advocates of such a union, but to “ abuse
plaintif’s “attorney.” We readily admit
that  the opponents of :* Commercial
Union * labor under the serious disadvan-
tage of having no arguments presented
for them 1o combat. Since the commence-
ment of the discussion of the question it
has never been pointed out by any one of
the advocates of Commercial Union, who,
with very few exceptions, are to be found

“inthe United States, how tlie common

tariff is to be fiamed. It might reasonably
have been expected that the ablecritics
to whom reference has been made, would
have grappled with the remark cited in

the Fortnightly article from a New York,

Commeteial: journal,  which “pronounced
Commercial Union “ the'idlest of follies,”
because ¢t it is impossible. that : the:
# United States would ever admit Canada
% to any voice in their tariff regulations,
@ and it is hardly concewahle that Canada’
“ on its. side would submit to a tariff in
#.the making of which it could take no
“ par t. 1

Let us’ waive for the moment the“prac-
tical difficulty of a dependency admitting
the - products " and ‘manunfactures of a
foreign state free of duty,and at the same
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 to submit a prac’ticml scheme

for the establishment of a common tariff,
We desire. to correct the :dimerican on

another point.  Those Canadians who
deprecate the discussion of -the future of

"Canada are aball times quite ready to de.

fend the political:institutions which they
&b present .enjoy.:

policy of Canada should be subservient to

‘what is described as a continental’ poliey.

If we construct rmlways orecanals in our

own' _country, we are, told that they are |

“ political ! works, by the very same writer
who assures us that “ the. question as to

#the  political, relations of Canada Lwith -
" # England and the United States is-one !

on.”

i Union would only complete.”
-vocates of reciprocity neither proposed

'p05s1ble
“the people of the West did not desire an.’

. What, they protest:
against is the. doctrine ‘that the whole °| tariffs commenced here
‘wonder that .the American
United States Jourmls lose no  oppor tumty

¥ which no wise man would wxsh to brmg

“.on belore the time.” This is precisely
what we have all along contended, but we'
are met by the argument that, inasmuch
as our political destiny is to be annexed
to the. neighboring republic, oﬁx‘ entire

. policy as "to the consbruction of public

works and tariffs should be regulated on
that assumption. “We are told by the -
‘Bystander that * speculation on the fulure
of England and Ireland is always going

British statesman making a propesition

. to Parlinment, with reference to any part

of the. United Kingdom, based on the
assumption that at some future day there
would be a change of allegiance? We are
told by the Bystander that Commercial
Union “is as distinet from the political
question as is reciprocity, which Sir Francis
Hincks advoeates, and which Commercial
The -ad-

nor imagined the possibility of imposing
duties on British imports from which 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 wonld not bea _political.
question ™ if Canada -were “to propose

. dxﬂerentml dutxes against Great Bntam.
- "The Bystander and the American choose -.:

'to assume that the ‘expression i the ar.
‘ticle in the Forinighily, “no effort will be

_spared by the Republican and Protection- :
“ist party tobringabout the annexation of .

Canada,” was intended to convey the idea .
that ‘coercion would be employed.: We ! L

,feel assured that this is'a complete m1S-

conception. ' A forcible attémpt to annex -
Canada would be a declaration of war:
against Great Britain, and in argumg the
question, we should never “think for. a

moment of assuming such''a course as
The By _/siander tells us that “if

open St, Lawrence they would be in theu‘

"dotage ; so would the peop]e of the Umted

States generally if they .were inclined to”
reject such a federation of this continent
as would secure perfect freedom of inter-
course ~and  exclude ~war.” Thls, is -

_simply confirmatory of what was sa.ld in the

Fortnightly. The By Jsta1zdcr adds that, « if
the ‘United States are ever driven . into,
hostile measules, it will ‘be by & war. of:
An " admirable
specimen: of patriotism’ truly 1 1t is .o
and’ other

of extolling the writér as #a man of large ;

~v1ewq, of liberal opinions, and trained in.

the study of the historical; currents whxch
move the world.”  Theidea of the Umted

vStates bemg “ dnven mto hostile’ mea—

Can a single instance be cited of a -




