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&fyreference to the Board of Trade show itself in these humble commente, is our workingmen ; and not, as the fact reallyÎ iese would e incomplete if it failed to risfortune, for which we may dlaim the in was, at their request and on their bebaf."[ tke 'lote Of the brief addresses of the Min- dulgence of our readers. Possibly we need 18 this quite ingenuous? Can IlFairplayiter f Finance and of the gentleman wbo flot despair of making some improvement Radical " doubt that the amendment j

preceded hirn at one remove, whose remarks in1 this respect by carèful study of good passed by the Lords was in opposition to thefitrtuck the note to which Mr. Foster's modela. But any failure to read on both wishes of the great majority of the working-Spech respondd. The liberal and friendly sides of the questions discussed is a journa. men of Great Britain, abeit it was at the re-eentiets to whicb the Hon. George istic crime, and as such shoud be pun- quet Of two hundred thousand or so of thosee"es, Of the Rochester Chamnber of Coin- ished by the judges, our intelligent readrs. who thouglt that under their peculiar cir-tiieroOegave happy utterance, well deserved It may be that our critic suggeFts such fait- cuinstancea tbey would be better off as they
the Warin tribute of approval with which ure as a palliation of our error in not think- were ; or who, under the influences whichthey Were greeted. His picture of the fu- ing precisely as lie does upon ail the matters some classes of employers know so well bowture commercial relations between the two referred to, but we cannot shied ou- to bring to bear, were induced to join in thePeoples Sets before us an ideal whîch, while selves from bis censure behind that rani- petition to which he refers. As to the*o'ty.of their common antecedents, need part, seeing that, as a matter of fact, it feelings and wishes of the mass of British"0t be deemed too îofty to Le practicable. bappens that we are far more familiar with workingmen in regard to the matter, wehould the two peoples, cognate in the Sectator-which our correspondent need only refer to the fact that the intensest

otlaeing e instiuions, ha viIIg a witl hardly accuse of being onIlthe one enth:siasm for the Liberal candidate dur- 'edr'rù i angaeadltrtr, separat. side "on which be supposes us to read, than ing the late contest at Accrington wa8e'1he future by artificial trade barrierf, with any other Britishi political paper ; o-eoe ythe Commons' rejection of theef WOIutuall burdened with the support sibly atmost as familiar with it as is our Lords' amendinent in question, and to th eOf rinnletswhich could be required on]y correspondent with the Sp)eaker or the admisision implied by the Spectator when i torprotetion against or hostility to each WVestminster Gazette. blames the defeated candidate for baving
et the ex am P le of h o stile ta riffa , w b ich C a e h v w o b d " if t e o r ng utruWsai o edyt mtae ti Mucli of ourcorrespondent's letter, it will were in favor of the Lords' amendinent?' and,18 re that that nation is now taking the be se-ý, s mad up of strong statements wben speaking of deputations, why did ourr% i edauiùg them to a more friendly in regard to what, are largely matters of critic not mtntion those very influential
hSinee 

reenîn
aend there is good reason to hope that opinion. To these we need nlot specially ones rersetn the Lancashire and Che-

liin Oce entered upon the path of re- refer. Our readers wilt be glad to know sbire Miners' Federation, and the Parlia-fortho u te struggle against the oppo- the conclusions to whicb a writer so well- mentary Committee of the Trades Union4ii1 Of 8elfiali interests and wrong theories known as Il Fairplay Radical " bas core Conress, both of wich waited. on LordS3b8 bard and p rotracted, there witl be witb regard to the important matters deatt Salisbury and assured him in the strongeatbeen retion untit a Sound foundation bas with. They wîîî also dlaim leave to forin termes that working-men woutd flot adcepte'rachedj eitber in a tariff for revenue their own opinions on those questions. On the contracting-out clauses ?It was,'11Y, the avowed goal of the party now in one or two specific points we may offer a as is so often Lnhappily the case, theOWr in absolute free trade, Nor bave word of comment. Our critic taLe8 excep- self-interest, not to say Eelfisbness of thefo Sny fear that Canada wil not promptly tion to our remarks in regard to the action few against te larger and more vital inter-
veî0 tlie tead. Her own self interet, on of the H-ouse of Lords in amending the se of the many. 0f course, even the two j11We intiC r Poster, it seema to us, laid aI- "lEmployers' Liability Bill " by adding a hundred tbousand coutd bave bad no in-U 8nces 5si. 3 strebs, if no more gener- clause permitting employee, under certain ducement, to petition Lord Salisbury inotheis tive, will constrain ber. As to the cinditions, to contract themselves out of favor of the Ilcontracting out" clause, badPoint, of wbat greater folly can we its provisions. Our comment, so far as we tbey not been led to fear that; if sucb a

tôteive than that two such peoples, under can remembar, for we have not the files at clause were flot inserted, they would be deIQ 80 unique and so favorable to and as we write, wai to the effect, that, this prived of the advantages of the subscrip

poo triniles agant each other ? Mr, worthless for the protection of the working- societies. Indeed, Lord Dudley did not jaYbe riglt in saying that istory nier), in the direction intendel. That this besitate to decare in the House of Lordsrt~ h F, s oud m iti ea am n m tre drd te Bh c m a tiey t ns m d by mp yest th i in rn eS ht commercial intercourse atone isso, muat, we tbink, be obvious on the that lie would withdraw bis contribution tobet 41 absotute guarantee against war sligbtest reflection. No great preïcience is the insurance fund on bis colliery if the40t th nations. But in this case we have needed to for6ee that the employers wbose Bill were passed without the Ilcontractin,ton ComMercial intercourse atone, but dangerous business or paraimonions methoda out " clauses. But, to bis bonor be it said,lrI11te1.e5 t5 and sympathies arising makre it speciatty desirabte that their work- the Marquis of Londonderry, wbo is proba-tL~h and Bo many sources as to render mon shoutd have the protectioùà provided bly a larger cottiery owner than Lord Dud-% thon 18Of the two peoptes to eacb in the Bill, ara the very ones who witl be 1-y, affirmed per contra that in wbateverheaCh as bave neyer before existed in moat ready, as a rule, to bring pressure tg shape the Bill passed, unless something al-tr.The conditions beirig unique, why bear to secure exemption from i:sprovisions togeth;r unforeseen occurred, fie should in""'qu~ie laion:andth fuur bis pdrt "o rasting, the workingmen Lord Dudley's declaration is very sugges-

womoat need the protection afforded by tive in regard to the influences under wbich4the Bill witt often be the very nues upon the petitions in question were signed. But
l e orresponldent, writing over a famil- wbom pressure can most effectivety he Il Fairplay Radical " cornes perilously nadete Plume, takes us somewbat Seri- brouglit in order to enable sucb employers reducing to the absurd bis own contention
trt taRk for our journalistic sins and tg take advantage of that clause. that, the peers represented the working-as particutarty manifekted in 

mon, as a class, wben lie is obtiged to sup-t ensmade a few we'eks since 
port it v-itb the asumpion, for bis argu-riiCounIns upon burning questions of "Fairplay Radical " complains that "9the ment surely amounts to that, that the repre-tiliti Pl'tcsAny laek of the judiciat writer of 'Current Topics puts it as if the sentatives of labor in the Commons, witb ae cessary in those wbo il write peers in adding the contracting out 'clause single exception, do iot represent the masseditoriat standpoint," which may to the Bill, had acted in opposition to the of Britishi working-men.


