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ideal selfish condition for any one line of manufact-
uring or production would be protection for itself
alone while all other productive enterprises were

.| unprotected. Protection, hence, is an individual

theory with an individual appeal. It is based
on the false postulate that what is true of one
must be true of all—the “distributive fallacy”
of the economists. .

It would be an error to assume that this fallacy
is not recognized by the more highly concentrated
and more powerful interests. In a matter of “dog
eat dog” the big dogs are aware of the value of
sharp and strong teeth and heavier jaws. These
interests are ever alert to exercise political pressure
on governments to enhance their particular ad-
vantages over the rest of the producers of the same
country. We see, therefore, varying duties, bonuses,
bounties and diplomatic devices for securing foreign
trade bestowed upon “‘organized” industries. These
latter are organized for the purpose of taking ad-
vantage of political emergencies, as we in Canada,
with the experience of 1911 still in mind, are fully
aware. Wars and their consequences are favorable
opportunities for the organized interests, as all
economic history shows. The American civil war
was the legitimate father of the high tariff in the
United States; the Franco-Prussian war gave
birth to high'protection in France in 1875; Bis-
marck played upon the patriotism of Germany in
1879, while Chamberlain saw his supposed op-
portunity in the few years following the Boer war.
Today. the protectionists of Britain are taking
advantage of the emotional condition of the nation
to fasten a tariff upon the motherland as a patriotic
reprisal against Germany. They have learned a
lesson from Chamberlain’s failure and that is that
if the ple are not stampeded while under the
hypnotism of misdirected patriotism they cannot
be stamped while cool and collected and when the
gassion——the justifiable passion aroused by the

rutalities of the enemy—has passed and when

the era of rational economic thought again asserts
l .




