
clude foreigu food sud limit our own
production, we might retiliate upon
the preseut, protected dlaues. But
while such an action would give us
revenge, it would also, be a toms to the
farmers' thenSlves, and woutd un-
doubtedly end in the poverty of the
entire conimunity, which would
probably, in the end, find ituelffin the
position of the Kilkenny cats, who
fouglit untit they had caten one
another up entirely, and nothing re-
mained mave a few teeth and claws.
Any policy of retaliation on the part
of the agricultural dlasm would be
mutually dsrtieto themeelves
and to their industrial enemies. No
sý-stenà of trade regulations can raine
the price of farm productsau long as
them are greater than tht require-
mnents of our owrn people, for, so long
as any of them are exported, foreign
intersfts, and not our own, will con-
trot prices. So we moe that while our

mauaturers are able to make vast-
I-v gitater profits by reason of the

pro lmio the" receive, our farmers
must take what they can get in fret
competition with the world. Under
theut conditions we find tht capital
emploved i manufacu-&-re yitlding
verv large profits, while that employ-
cd in agriculture vitids ver v small
profits, very often indeed flot reaching
the ordinarv rates of bank interest.
As a res it'our agricultural classes
find themacîlves verv badly handicap.
cti in tht race, snd it is scarcel, to be
wondered at that thev, should fait
sonmewhat behind. That thev are
f;illing bebind is evident from tht fact
that their nunihers are decrrasing. for
the final test of the prosper tv of any
c.'Iling must be the flow of popula-
t!ofl to or from that calling, since

population lias ever a tendtncy to,
flow ta duose occupations which offer
the greatest advantage.

We have endeavored to show, thus
far, how our system of trad. regula-
tions tends to reduce the profits of
agriculture aud increase those of
manufacture and commrc. This
systemn of protection lias been in forte
in our country during the la.st quarter
of a century, and, while there have
always bein grave objections to it,
suret, the time lbas now corne when
no real reason can be urged for its
continuance. It was justified at first
bv the necessitv of encouraging infant
industries which would afterwards
become stlf-supporting and a source
of wealth to the countrv. Thisunoces-
sity is now past, for our manufactur-
ers are no longer in su infantile con-
dition; indetd some of thcm have
grown sa pow.-erful that they threattn
to get btvond our control. 0f course,
we have in Canada some industries
that cannot vet exist without protec-
tion, but thetse we would bt better
without, since tht labar whicb thtv
cmploy thçy are diverting from work
where it would be of greater advan-
tage to the country. This reason for
protection, then, tht encouragement
of new manufactures, no Iongerexists.
and. on the other baud, there are in-
dications that it li. imperative that
something should be donc to improv-e
tht condition ef a-griculture. Tht
<mly sure and safe foundation for aur
national prosperty and grcatness us
in our farms, and while our rural
population continues to dercre, we
must believe that this foundation is
being %veakened. If this condition
continues long it is. cvident that our
superstructure of national greatness,
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