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Gre«at Britain, which is now the fad of The Globe. But
Britishers do flot thus î'iew the question ; and wc comment!
to Trhe Globe and its free trade friends a careful perusai of
the following article reproduced from a representative
Britislijournal, the Macclesfield Courier and Herald. That
paper says:-

Arccheap goods a boon to the producer? ln other
words, is free trade a hlessin~ or a curse to a nation of
manufacturers? In these parts the subject has heen so
fully and freely discussed that it seems as if nothing new
could ho said on the question, but it is one of those topics
whjch so vitally affect us al that we cannoe have too much
insiglit into it. The question bas been raised by M1r.
Blatchfordauthor of"I Merrie England," whom that young
.and smartly-written periodical, To-day, describes as "la
gentleman with beautiful ideals but childishly impractic-
able metbods," and proceeds

ln arguing this question of free trade, Mr. Blatcnford
lias, beneficially for his cause, put his Arcadian drearns be-
hind him, and lias deait witb this wvorld of strife and
srruggle as ie finds it. Free trade, hall a century ago, %vas
the panacea of all human ills. Under free trade everybody
%vas to be happy, hie tlthy, %vealtby, and ivise. To even
noiv hint a word against it is considered rank blasphemy
by the older school of political thinkers. But the young
men everywhere are asking themselves if* ie have flot
given the drug sufYlcient experiment, or, at ail events,
whether the surroundings have flot changed and the con-
ditions altered to an extent sufficient to render a ncwv treat-
ment advisable.

IlCheap foau is excellent if vou have the money to buy
it; but a threepcnny loaf is of very littUe value to a man
with only tbree halfpence in bis pocket, and of less value
still to the man wbo bas nothing. Free trade bas given
us cheap goods, and it bas taken away employment from
English wvorkers to an alarniing extent. If we %vere A
consumers, living on an income derived from an învest-
ment in consols, free tradte could flot be too highly prais-
ed; but our political guides forget that we bave to earn
our income as well as to spend it, and many of our leading
industries are being completcly killed by the unchecked
compettion of couintries where, living being cheaper,>abor
is con.ent witb a mucb less ivage.

"la the measurable future it ivili be a question wvhether
anly Englisb manufacturer can pay bis way, and then what
is to become of our armny of wvorkers ? To ofïer them ' a
free breakfast table' ivill bc no ansîver to a man looking
for employaient. Free trade bas practically killed agri-
culture alrcady,and miade us of nccessity a land ýDf zoalpits
and smolcy factories. That rnay bc vcry good as bar as it
gýoes, but what is to becomc of us wben frce trade, having
rcndered it impossible for us to grow our own food, also
rendcrs it impossible for us to earri our living i>y manufac-
ture? To save a few pence on our wvife's print frock
%we pay the price of thousands of ou*.-if-work opera-
tives in Lancashire. We hold up our bands in borror at
the hard-hearted farmer, but it is wc, my good fricnds,
îvith our cheap loaf made froni imported cornl wbo have
driven the agricultural laborers to swell the useless sîvarm
of unnccded life in our great towns, and îvbo pay the tecw
rerr:uning on the land a strirvation wagce that docs flot en-
avle them to keep theaiselves and their families brom actual
dailv hunger.

Il1 shahl be told that aIl this lias heen thrashed out ycars
igo; that the tbîng bias aIl been settled and donc îvith.
But wvbo are the people who bave so kindlv 'scttlcd and
donc witb 't' for us? and will the members of the Cobden
Club :,ive -nc some proof of tbcsr superbum.tn wisdom tînt
will force i ne to believe that wvben once they bave consid-
cred a thing there is no burtber necd for thougbt upon tbe
subjcct ? Catchpenny phrases invented to bamboozle votes
from fools are our stock political argument. The big frce
Irade loal Stuck on the end of a pole can wvin a.1 election,

but it does flot fil] the bellies of our iuncînployedl thc'usands.
Frc trade lias been of iimniiense becncfît to the political
-tvirc-pullers. It is tinie nio% tîtat the 'iubjec't *a'i conqid-
ered from the point of vieîv of the nation."

WVe most heartily endorse every wvord uttercd by To-Day
on the subjcct, and so ilust tic poor silk weavcrs àf
Macclesfield and Congleton, wvhose industry lias bccn so
sevcrely bit by the onc-sided systeni of free trade a s) teni
whiclî enables the forcigner to corne into our miarkets and
puritoîz our trade w~hilc lic licdges his owvn witli a lîigh wall
of prohibitory tariffs, and practically siu ts us out fromîi
anything like fair competition. And thte lamentable til--
about it ail is that the commerce of theccotintr> i he %i cr%
last thîng that P'arliament will addrcss itself to. Tlis m. 
shown by the miscrable tactics of the Govcrîinicnt on1

jTuesday nigbt, wvhen they tried to cousit out tic 1 louse on
a commercial subject on %vhiclî they liad ultinîately to cat
humble pie. Time after time liaq tic lion. mcembcr for
Mal«czdcsfield division (Mr. WV. l3rur)nle3-Ditcilport) tried to.
bring the Jepressed condition of our staple indubtr> anid
the inequalities of the present fiscal systeni before tlîc
House of Commons, but the Radical 0overnmcjît has stic-
cessfully preventcd bim being lîc;urd -tîe appeal of tlie

isufferîng thousandb dependent on lte silk trade is notliing
to Lord Roscbcry and bis %atellites--thc mcll'are of the
commerce of the country ' las to "lplay second fiddlc " to
such absurdities as Home Rule, \Vclslî Discstablislinieîît,
Local Veto, One-Man-Onie-Vote, etc. Howv long will the
constituencies be content to tolerate tliis iîiiquitous condi-
tion of things ? Tlie trade of Lancashire is being, liit liard,
and Lancashire is calling out %vith no uncertaitn voice. XVe
bave always felt in regard to tlîis question tiat wvlicm tîte
great cotton indlustry wvas attackcd tic silk trade and otlier
industries îvould be lieard, in the ira ppatolîntion.
It is coming. Il Vhat Lancashire says to-day, Englaîid
says to morrow," Lord '-eiaconsicild once dcclared. lie
wvas propbctic in many important uttcranccs , "c trust lit!
was iii this.

IS TO A RCUITECTS' -lI ANS.

Tlîe Customs Department lias decidcd tlîat the duty on
architects' plans, cither original drawvings or copies for use
as original dravings, shall be 2 per cent, on tic cstimiatud
cost of the building to be erccted in a-ccordancc with tliem.
If accorapanicd by details the disty shaîl be 3 per cent. of
this estimated cost. Additional sets are to bc î'alucd for
duty at $5 cach, in addition to tîte original estimiate of the
cost of the building. According ho. tlîis decision an imi-
ported set of plans and details for a building to co>t S2u,-
ooo would be taxcd $6oo, wvhicli i% by no rnîcans a modcst
impost. The Ministry must bave discovered in archiitec-
tural designing the lost industry îvhicb could not operatc
wvithout encouragement. The %vcak spot in tîtat tlicorv,
for aIl such theories have their %vealc spots, is the fact, tit
Canadian architects werc doing as %vcll and better bcfore
the introduction of the National Policy titan tlîey are doing
now.-Toronto Globe.

There is no good rcason why the Goverstient should
cver be benefittcd to the anîounit of onc dollar hv duties
collectcd upon architects' plans imiported into Canada. The
country is wvcll supplicd %vith arclîîtects tlîorouglily coni-
petent to make plans for aîiy buildings whichi it nîay be
desired to, ercct, and as tItis industry is entitdcd to tariff
protection as wvcll as any other, thiat, protection slîould be
cxtended to it. It is truc there aire tliose in Canai-d.t %vlio
imagine tduit nothing rcallv good cari be produccd at lionne
and therefore must have the plans of sucli buildings as thîcy
rnay desire to ercct made abroad ; asnd tiiese are tce ones
'whi) object to any duty being imposcd upon thecir plans.
But gencrally such buildings are for residential puirpoe.,,
wbcre the wealthy ovners cati %vell afford to pay the duty


