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la Septeniber inst., bIr. Young, thb secretary, stated thi.t the
roster or the Association contaîned 1,272 narnes. This Io a
gond showiug, and indicates that that nuinber of memnbers
wero icagued together lu the desire to advance tho manufitc-
turiug interests of tbe country. But it:does not indicate thut
ail of thecin are unanimous lu a deaire for a thoroughi revision
of tho tarili. It is quite truc that the tariff should bc framed
so tiiat inaniurtcturing in Canada may keep pace with the
elitnging conditions of our market, and that Canada's re-
sources miglit be deveioped and ber industries bulit up. But
this position la neitiier new nor startling, for thero are not
ouly the 1,200 members of tho Association who favor it, but
12,000 or more other Canadiau manufacturera who are not
mnembers whio favor it ; and not onaly they but every man in
the country favors ItL There are 641 items included ia the
tari if, and IL ls inconceivable that ail these are to bo thorougbiy
revised. Siîouid such athiugbhoattcrnpted there are hundreds
of members of the Amsoiation wbose interests would hc ad-
verseiy aiected who wouid prote-st against the effort; there
wvould bc thousands of other manufacturera wbo wouid join ln
the protcst, and millions of other votera wouid lie quick te de-
pose fromn powver any governinentwho rnigbt attcmpt IL When
a nian who is lit sendq for hie physician hie doe8 flot mereiy
say I ara sick,"1 but hie locates and describ@8 bis aliment.
WVhy not pur.3ue asimularmrethod regarding tle tarifà ? IL cat
lio shown that both the iron and textile schedules of the tariff
need revision ; but this does flot imply that a Ilthoro.gh re-
vision Il must ho made affecting ail of the 641 diffèerent articles
enurncrated therelu, and such revision badl better flot bie
attemjited.

This journal bas alwvays deciared itself as being in favor of
a protective tariff-a tarifi' that lI give adlequate protection
to everyý Canadian manufacturing industry. Our opinion is
tiîat the tariff wc now bave does flot afrord such protection to
our iron and steel, and to our textile industries, and thut iL
shouid ho changcd iii those respects; but it certainly caiiot
ho in the best interest of Canada thit iL ahouid ho changed for
sentimiental measons so as te give unduo preference te Great
Britain, or to restrict or prohibit importe frorn foreign coun-
tries froin which we obtain our "surplus requirementa"l-
requirements in excess of what homne producers cati supply,
and whicb Great Britain is not disposcd te compete for. ln
the Dccembcr 18 issue of this journal was a tabulated state-
inut which emphasizcd the situation in which Canada fSuds
lheef in this respect, in which iL is sboiwn that in a aelected
list or two hundred manufactured article; Imported into
Canada, and in strong demnand here, Great Britain 8upplied us
-iith less thoan 10 per cent. and the United States with more
tban 83 per cent., ail the rest of the world, inciuding ail
Britisht possessions, sending us the amali balance of 7 per cent.
Loyalty te the Oid FJag is a good thing, but if the Mother
Country does flot suppiy a larger proportion of our "lsurplus
requirements,"1 it is not ta ho supposed that we are te lie de.
privéd of thern ; but this la wh at the proposed Ilthorousgh
rovision"I oftthe tariffimeaus.

LET US. HAVE PEACE.
Hieretofore Harper's Weekly wvas eonsidered one of the

most staid nud reliable journals published in the United
States, not beiug given te hystericai nor ilre-eatincc excla-
mations. But it aecmns to- hoe getticg over tbtt, and preache8
blood and thunder snd other disagrcable things in view of
what rnay resuit fron 31r. Chamberlain's novernent la Great
Britain. lu a recent issue it takes Borne of Mr. Carnegie's

utterace se a test, and threatens Great BrItain and Canada
wlth ail sorts of dire calantities If the blother Country should
prestime te givo any tariti preference te lier colèies, particut-
larly to Canâda, that la flot aiso aecorded te the United States.
IL telle us*that Arnerican tailii have not discrimlnated againet
uy partîcular forelgn country ; that ail forelgn purvayors of a
partieular produet aro aubjeet te the saine customs duty ; that*
the only preferences-that that country hbas ever givcu bave
been acco'ded under reclprocity treaties in return for equiva-
lent conce:ssions; that Gerrnany and France have framed their
tarfili on protectioniat prlnciplea, but 'wblch have flot diacrim-,
inated against the Ùuited States and that sncb a discrimination
would hoi regarded as a provocation and would lead to tariff
reprisais, which almost certainiy would cuiminato in war.
We quote fromn the Weekly:-

Without the good-wlll of the United States the grain of
Canada wouid neyer reach the AtIantiu ports for shipmetit.
It is obvions tbat te interrupt the rallway communication
between the seaboard and thé 2North-WVest provinces wblch
constitute the granary of the Dominion, would be cblld's play
for the military power of the United States. It wouid be
superfinous, however, for us to commit au act of war. We
ueed flot resort to overt hostllity in order to eut off England
from connection witb bier principal grain-growing colony
during a large part of every year-tbat part, moreover, dnring
which the wheat crop le moved. Here again Mr. Carnegtie
shows hiniself tborougbly alive, te ail the possiblities of the
situation. As he points out in bis pamphlet, a word froin the
President niigbt cancel the priviiege now generousiy granted
to Canada, of reacbing ice-free American ports tbrough
American terrltory, -witb ail ber foreigo business, exporte and
importa free of duty, for five monthsdii the year, wvbeu ber
own ports are ice-bound. As a inatter of fact the privilege
is used ail the yeur round. In 1902 the Canadian Dominion
sbipped through American ports 28,546,00 bushels of bread-
stuffs. The uumber of busheis shipped in the twelvemnonth
namied througb Canadien ports Nve are unable to state, but as
the total vàlue of Canadien foodstnll's exported te Brîtaisi in
1902,%yas oniy 822,471,000, it le evident that a large portion
of bier shipmehts ôf breadstufrt; reacbed Britain over American
territory and tbrough American ports. Tho simple iiith-
drawal; of thiB bondiug piivilege, wbich American publie
opinion would unquestiouably demand, would suffice te coun*
vince tho British people tbat in offering a preferenéa to
Canadian breadstufl they bail comrnittcd an act of flolly.
Negotiatious for a restoration of the boiding privilege wonld
soon begin, and the favor soù foolisbly forrelted would ulti-
xnately be regalned. The bitternesa, however, engendered
between the two countries liv discrimination and reprisai
migit retard for yeara a revival of the preseÙt cordial relations.

Tis means that should Great Britaiu give tariff preference
te Canada and flot .te the 'United States, Canada la to lie
punished therefor. It would b. superfluous for the United
States, we are told, te commit an act of war against Conada,
with gunpowder and things-lint It ls obvlous that te int'errupt
railway communication between tho seaboard and the grain-
growing sections of Canada wonld ho but child's play »for the
military power of our neigihbor. That sort of warfare wouid
not be undertaken at firat, but the President %would at once
cancel the bonding priv)lege now se generously (?) granted to
Canada. That would lix %L and Canada 'wouid at once
lie sufi'ocatedl in the colis of tira great Amneriean anaconda.

Harper's Weelcly does not seeoe te bc famlllar with the
questiïon it discusses. IL does not sesan to comprehiend that
Canada bears similar relation to Great Brîtain that Maine or
Oregon bears te Ohio or Texas-that the British Empire is as
ranch bonnd to proteet and defend the Integrlty cf Canada as
tho United States la bound to protect and defend the integrity
ofany stato ofihe Union. It tells us that the Arnerican tariff
dme not discrixainate againat any particular forelgu country,
and therefore Great Britaîn 8bould net discriminate against
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