
THE WEEK. 4

'w POlicY it will be, 1 feel sure
't of thought. No Canadian wbo
s ubict any attention, can fail to

ilir RroterSque and humiliating re-
I to England is a standing menace
od vill at preaent exieting between
'15t Canada acknowledges that ehe
enlt "Pon British mtrengtb. British
II kiiow full weli that there is the
cfl&er of any proposai coming
Fbeing treated by Canadiens as a

rsimore especially in the face of
Whý e have ince 1878 aiopted a

e PoîcY whioh won and in nothing
le'eam thon~ a direct blow at British

*heln we turn our attention to
,5?eration in the colonies we. find
ae aSixes and sevens " upon the

Lidtechances of tbeir deciding
~ agajlust are very meagre and

0K "fannirouml, none.
%am&d w8 cannot find one of its ad-
WoPoei1ng a practical scherne with-
I4itjor, being contained in it very
4' if lot the sme as this ; IlThot
Ini retur,, for free trade with ber

>f h dopt a preferential tariff in
eaur CýOloies" Indeed nome of

ilne u dvised them ta take this
18 til> the dogged patience of the

flarvellous! ta be salernnly
Yplacefih of ber traders, as it

oflahe ra -. t blanket ripou the
ahe. re-naining four-fifths.
LOwIilg in a manner whicb cannet
Itereted, their willingness to stand

* liy ~ ftrouble, Englishmen
hOy ave felti te use a miid terra,

~ith vhen tald that they muet
SPrivilege cf daing business with

O" '~Okng UP the commercial re-
8? 0 teen Canada and England
,o,4l'oelf that this country bas

XtedtreaBwith England, flot only

11"lexiY. Our career as a nation,
tinhl esowed aur appreciatian

SOur. National Policy, wbich w
laa eapo,, witb wbieb to brirg

fz n irgîimhen to caume thern te
Ii. a commercial policy, which,

t~7e p i ilione there rnay be
On.- pr? n .Practice, bas brought
bl0 s1 l one which in airnoot

i il owledge te be the Only
Il-r lpij 0 pl~e

Rve 0'fev tatisticg for the con.
1 cli thOs Iruperial Federationistê',
he "g the hope that England, in
Iatf 1ent ariculture depression,

I%à b"nhr POlicy of free trade.
oi rer4eembered that the present
lenIt polvam cs rried into every

~. 3ril~~Commerce before the
NM at year the average

otrt arclua labourera
D ity OfChesire about $2. 30.

4.1 Ws abut*3.60.a In 1880
1%85 sh ows an increame for

40 of 66par cent.
l,,erjo bgriculture mtill mufl'er

t e tcfth F'ederaî symtem caubi ~la that the total annual

1 tu83 ii the 'United Kingdorn

** adtaacuet the average
** b aRricultural labourer,

8g UU 3.80, lu180i as
50of n WIbl au inreane for 1880

tu % j y 51 ar ent.
Po,,j'and that the pur-

In" is Muoh greater in

England thon in tbe Unitcd States, living
is 40 per cent. cheaper in England, and that
the United States farmer doms net labour
under the sme adverse conditions as dose
his Engliah brother, there in nothing in the
abave facta te encourage Englishmen te
adopt protection whetber it be in the shape
cf preforential tariffs or otberwise.

Protection in England, as in every
other country, would directly increase the
profits cf invested and inberited intereats
the amount of the increase which the ver-
ker (i. e. the people) would obtain altogether
depends on the arneunt cf .kicking " be
could do and Ilstarving out" be could en-
dure.

The ultimate result weuld be that, by
increasing the coet cf production, English
manufactures vouid be unable to compete
muccessfully in their prement markets. Im-
perial Federatianists say that, before that
tirne arrives they will bave built up a trade
with the colonies which would 'more thon
compensate them for lasses in other quarters.
Can this be guaranteed te Englishmen 'i If
net the argument eught in fairness te be
wîthdrawn.

Even the mont astute student of com-
mercial lava would hesitate before predict-
ing the remuits of any trade pelicy, for, j usL
as the success of free trade astonislied
Englishmen, the failure cf probibited trade,
the McKinley tariff, astcnimhed Americans.

McKinleyites theught, it wauid appear
with reasen, that hy placing very high
duties ripou manufactured articles, not enly
'weuld they foerce an the development cf
their berne manufactures, but that Europe
would be compelled te psy in gold fer what
farm produce, &c. they bought from the
United *States. We find, bevever, that
tbey were net paid in gold and that, for the
last three menths in 1892 there was $30,000-
000 worth cf European manufactured articles
imported in the United States over and
above the amount irnported d uring the sme
period, the preceding year, in spite cf the
enormous duties levied.

The capitaliat reaped profit doubtless,
but the Homestead vorkmen do net eern
te bave dans so, indeed, ve hear that they
are tarving as a reauît of theïr endeavour
te obtain their share of the generai inflation.
The Hoernetead werkers were well orga-
nized. If they did net obtain their share
the question then becomes : did unorgan-
ised or inefficiently organised labour
obtain iL? ItI muet be remembered that
about hait cf labour is inefficiently organised
and that, as a mIle with very few exceptions
the wcrkers' vages are geverned by the
efficiency cf their organisation. Did thc
farmer@, the mainstay cf any country, wboee
prices were geverned te a very great extent
by foreign dernand 1 It muet be Iikewise
remembered tbat their chief buypr, England,
is a country cf "1 cheap prices."

McKinieyism in the Lhick end of a very
flnely pointed wedge, Protection, and
CJanadians vould do weli te tudy the
National Poiicy a littie more thorougbly,
and te amk themmelves the question : Where
in it going te leave usl

I have made these few commenta and
queted these fev facs te show that in viev
of the prement insane and alrneet universal
policy ef restricting and distorting natural
trade, any scheme which in brougbt before
Canadians for discussion with a view teoôuri
fedemating or allying ourmelves vith England
or any other nation should ho hased upon
the principle cf Ilfree exohange." It sbould
give us the power vo do net, at preoent pos-
mus, te deai directly vith nations with

whom vo wish te negotiate commer-
cial treaties, and, &ave ail], iL should be a
mcheme whioh viii have the chance of being.
viewed with faveur by the majority of
Canadians se that it can becorne an accomp-
lished faeL within a reasonable tirne.

Centinential Union, hovever desirabie
from certain points of viev, wiii net fill the
above conditions. It weuld be attended by
evils vbich iL would ho folly te ignore. If we
are desirous cf beooming firet of ail a
bealtby, vigoreus, agricultural country, vby
shouid we annex ourselves, irrevocably to a
ceuntry whome agriculturai condition IR s
bad, if not worse than aur owni I say ir-
revacably for it muet not be forgatten that
the constituÇion cf the United States differs,
in this respect, as in sme others, fram that
cf the British Empire.

Do those Coantinental Unioniste 'whe are
formera knov that the five richest States
of the Union-Illinois, Iowa, Missouri,
Kansas, and Nebraska, have a mortgage
indebtE dness of aver 8 1, 100,000,000 1

These figures can be read byanyone
vho takes the trouble, in a paper written
in the "Arena," by Mr. Flower, n
Arnerican citizen, te American citisenw,
Wben they have rend bis figures and cein-
pared them ta similar figures concemning
England-a country with a population ef.
about 387 to the square mile, against about.
17 to the Equare mile in the Statep, and a
country vîthin a few miles cf a continent
greaning under excessivre military taxation
-they vili find that the respective con-
ditions of the two people, in proportion te
their chances ef living, vili nat bear cern-
parit on.

Why, again I aisk, should we throw ini
6ur lot with a people who baye s0 gcverned
themmelves 1 Rather sbould ve retaiji the
power te benefit from the lessans thev have
taught us, and gavern, ourselves se that vo
saol avaid the marne erroirs, at the sme
time seeking our mutual benefit by en-
deavoring te obtain as great a freedem of
trade vith tbem as possible.

Continental Union rnight benefit a few-
Soutsern Ontario farmers, but vould net,
make any appreciable difference te Canadien
formera Lhroughout the Dominion. Why
mhould it 1 The United States export more
farm. produce than ve do, and that in a,
proof, that as a nation, they do not require
te buy ftom any other nation.

Do Continental Unioniste imagine that
Canadiaus would subrait te the humiliation.
ef being compelled net only to ceuntenance,
but ta participate in a foreign paliey, consiat-
ing chiefly in senseless and undignified
attempta ta embarrausi Great Britain, a
nation that bas alvays shavn hErself te b.
the friend cf Canada i No, surely net t

Were an electien te be run on Conti-
nental Union, the vriter firmly bolieves
that it would be negatived by the vont
majority cf Canadiaus.

Let it be clearly understood that I amn
far tram being a hater cf the U nited Statesý
rnany of their institutions bave basa
imitated by other nations vith great suoess
but vhether Lbey have in a commercial
amuse,"I boomed " themmelves and are goiug to:
suifer a sickening reactien is another motter.
IL weuld hé well for those biind unreamon-
ing vorihippers et the United Statem te bear
in mind.this tact,-"« Ail is net gold that

-glitters. " They wiii ose what I meaa by
reading Mr. Fiower'm article in the IlAmena,">
entitled, Il Are vo a prosperous people 1"
The vriter, aithough a veil-informed and
patriotic American citizen, ansvern IlNo,'
and vith sorrev, shevs that ho Woks La>
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