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The Autocracy of Demnocracy.

T HAT democracy will triumph ultimately, no
onewill deny. Tliat democracy lias many
faults, its best friends will admit. Great

Britain is uow giving us weekly, exhibitions of tlie
arrogance of a democracy. Just when the anis-
tocracy have yielded to the pressure which the Com-
mous put upon them in connection with the Veto
Bill, tlie trades unions are sliowing how brutal they
can be wlen they wish to gain a point. First at
Liverpool and M'anchester, the strikinig dockmen
tied up food supplies until people sufferedseverely.
Then tliey did thie same at London. The London
situation hecame acute and the employers yielded-
to, force and to necessity. At Liverpool, only
soldiers keep the mob in check.

Again there is a strike on the mucli vaunted
municipal street-car liues in Glasgow, and on Satur-
day last five people were killed during tlie rioting.
To enforce their demauds, the unions do not hesi-
tate to cause the poor to go hungry, to, destroy
tlie property of the capitalist or of the municipality,
or even to take humnan if e.

From other parts of Britain, come stories of un-
rest and democratic rebellion. The people, below
the average, have tasted blood in their recent elec-
toral and parliamentary victories, and they are
showîng their teeth'like wild beasts. Ail of whidh.
shows that our civîlization is as yet but a thin
veneer. The British are far ahiead of the Italiaus,
or Russians, but even in Britain democracy bas
rnuch to learn before it is as wise as Solomon and
as humane as the mani of Nazareth. Neither the
ridli nor the poor have yet learned the real meaning
of the words: "A uew commandment I give unto
you, tInt ye love one another."

Our Friendly Critics.

cANADA has several friendly critics, and oneCof the newest of these is Beuj. B. Hampton,
editor and publisher of Hamplon's Magazine.

Iu an editorial in lhis August issue lie admnits that
Canada does not desire annexation, but hie proceeds
to slow that the recent Canadian developmnent is
to be credited to the United States. "American
uioney at one end and American farmers at the
other have doue the trick,." Large sunis of United
States money have been iuvested here. The $417,-
000,000 of American capital bind the two countries
in closest relations through the ties of Common
Business, which are, after ail, the onîy ties of any
importance.

This is somnewhat patronizing and flot wholly
pleasiug. However, there is some reason behind
the statements made. But wheu ' Mr. Hampton goes
on to consider our political future, hie fails-to shov
a real grasp of the situation. He says:

the results of the experiment are known. That
policy was opposed by many Republicans. It bas
been enacted, however, so far as the United *tates
can do this ail alone, and the course of wisdomn for
ail the Repubhicans is to cease talking about it for
the present."

When a movement lias resulted in a Bill and that
Billlias become a Law, it behooves the opponents
of it to stop tahking about it "until the resuits of
the experiment are known." Here is a rule whidh
the Conservatives and Liberals wihl need after Sep-
tember 21st. Like the Republicans of Nebraska,
they must cease talking about reciprocity "for the
present."

Unfortunately for what seems an admirable rule,
the saine issue of Leslîe's Weekly contains an article
by President Taft, on "What Reciprocity will do for
U. S." If President Taft had lad the editor's ad-
vice before lie wrote this article, it would have
saved him from a great political blunder. If the
editor lad really believed in has own precept he
would have suggested to the President that the pub-
lication of sudh an article, while Canada was still
discussing the subject, would be likehy to, injure the
cause which it was desired to aid.

President Taf t' s Article.

PRESIDENT TAFT'S article is being used by.
fthe opponents of reciprocity in thîs country.

His statements and arguments are quoted to
boîster up their case against the pact. That is
their privilege. It is always fair in politics to take
auy weapon to beat your opponients, providing that
you are neither dishonest nor ungentlemanly.

Just wîy President Taft should have written such
an article at sudh a time, it is difficult to imagine.
The llght on the ' Bill in Congress is over. The Bill
is sigued, sealed andl delivered so far as the United
States is concerned. There seems to be no imme-
diate necessity in that country for a further presi-
dential deliverance. He ougît to have known that
its publication would be used by the opponeunts of
reciprocity in this country. They were certain to
seize upon lis glowing tribute to its value as a de-
veloper of United States trade in order to l3elp
prove that it isn't good for Canada.

No matter hiow f air the arguments used by Presi-
dent Taft, they are hiable to be twisted against the
cause whicl lie lias at Ieart. And the arguments
are fair. From a United States point of view, the
article is quite state-smianlike in tone. It is enthus-
iastic, but not overly so. It is fairly calm and well-
reasoned. Nevertheless, good pohitical judgment on
the President's part would have led to its sup-
pression.

The Case of the Manufacturer.

MR. TAFT again admits that e was axiosMto have reciprocity extend to manufactured
articles. He says:

"la our neggtiationis ove-r this Canadiam
reciproeity treaty, 1 direeted our comm4issoners
to secure as greêt a eut 'in the dutie on manu-
factures Inu Canada as tbey coulId; but they
were unable to iseoure any more than appears
In this treaty, for the reason that Canada
would not expose her manufacturer. to the
competition o! Ame~r1can manufacturera."
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lumber wiIl lower prices to the United States con,
sumer. So in regard to pulp, which can be bough
in Canada "at five dollars less a ton than in thi!
country."

So far, so, good, and not mucli objection to, b(
raised. But when he goes farther and says tha
he hopes that the nroposed arrangement in pulp an(

paper will "induce the Canadian provinces, oves
whic th Doinin ca exrcie n conrol tolii

their restrictions on the export of pulp wood," h(
delivers himself into the hands of his enemies. Tc
say franly that ifi the provinces of Canada try ta
conserve their natural resources in pulp wood, thal
their exports of paper will still be dutiable at $5.7.-
a ton, he throws dlown a gauntlet which is disturbîig
to say the least. To admit boldly that lie hopes te
force the provinces to do what public policy forbids
them doing is to arouse the Canadian fighting blood.

The provinces will flot submit to any pressure of
this kind, and it is unfortunate that any such ar-
rangement lias heen made. Tlie Canadian negotia-
tors should not liave allowed sucli a temptation to be
framed. The only excuse tliat can be offered for it
is that they did tlie hest tliey could in a difficuit
situation.

By this frank admission on this point, Mr. Taft
lias rendered more difficuit the task of defending
tlie reciprocity pact in three Canadian provinces-
Ontario, Quebec, and New Brunswick.

M R. TAFT is more fortunate in is dealing with
the wheat question. He admnits that the price
of Canadian wlieat will be raised wlien it is

sold to the nearby niillers of the United States.
The f reiglit rates will be lower f rom the West to
Minneapolis, for example, than from >the West t»
Liverpool, and hence tlie Wýestern Canadian farmet
will benefit. The United States farmer will have a~
corresponding benefit in getting cheaper bran and,
shorts, which they need for feeding purposes.

Here is one of lis best paragraplis:'

"What is true of wJieat is true of the other
*cereals. The trade between Ca.nada and the

Uuitedl Stas cannot but inerease the. sale of
agricultural products aerosc, the border both
ways to nearer mnarkets tban they uow made in
many instances. The trade will -be beneficlal
to both the seller and the buyer. It will not,
in my judgment, reduce the prie of wheat or
other fo.rming prod'ucts for our people in any'
marked way. Tt wll, howeyer, be eiarging
the eouree of supply, prevent undue fluctua-
tions, aud t wlU aud ought to prevent an ex-
orbitant Increase in farm prioes."

Here Mr. Taft makes no exorbitant dlaims and
states the situation f airly. Both countries should
benefit by the free excliange of tliese cereals. At
certain times and at certain places, Canada will gain;
at other times and at certain places, the Unite
States wîll gain. Undoubtedly, however, the Unite
States millers have more to gain than any othe
class, unless it le the Canadiant barley grower.

MR. TAFT seenis to be very~ proud of the fac
tli te United States selis us $2250.00.


