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?:;::nthe quiet manipulation of evil men, and the insiduous
i C€8 of newspapers professiug to be devoted to the
&y;ZSts of the farmers, some of these associations are dis-
th, tongtrong agrarian and socialistic tendencies, We know
ew ¢ a fact from the testimony of the president of the
nsa °"k.State Farmers’ Alliance, who, after a recent visit to
5 8aid that in that State “the leaders of the Alliance
haye a(l:i anarchists,” and that the excesses into which they
their party have already started a new organization,
nse,.VWi-th the Alliance as it exists in New York and other
"mer:t:we States. He predicts t.hat, th.e better cla.‘ss of
Vome o tl‘:e West who were identified with tlze {&lllance
forg . Bt will soon withdraw from that orga.mzatxon' z.md
Woyy b’;’ew‘and better farmers’ league. It was the political
of the nkism of the dishonest men who obtained the control
of 4 nsas Alliance that resulted in the election to Congress
eleg r:n whose only and great claim for the suffrages .of .the
sup Was that he did not wear socks. Upon this principle
Wou) Pose that the only man who could have beaten this one
tha he :.Ve been one who could pride himself upon the fact
. W not wear breeches,
Qa'“‘lda o not know just how far the fact is applicable to
Uity but it is a fallacy exposed by the recent census of the
of ¢ tates that farmers form a majority of the population
whole Country, the figures showing that three tenths of the
sy, ep°P‘llation live in cities and towns. But whether this
fory, "egarding (fanada or not, if Canadian farmers desire to
%mplir}?selves into similar organizations, if they hope to
Carg wuch or any real good for themselves, they should
oy, sy tyle the doors of their lodge rooms against such
ke and eavesdroppers as are sent to them by such mischief-
mgy, 1. 28 Cartwright, Wiman and Laurier, and against
ﬁllﬂded to" anti-Canadian newspapers as those we have here

" line

THE EXPIRY OF BRITISH TREATIES.

excigl ®XPpiry of British treaties with certain other nations is
that 8 8reat interest in that country in considering the action
?enewaou d be taken with respect of negotiations for their
day, “xoor Otherwise., The treaty with Bulgaria expired a few
Tug, s‘:J&fluary 13th ; that with France expired on Feb.
Ung g, "1th Montenegro on May 14th; with Portugal on
189, ~nd,:a11 of this year, and that with Spain on June 30,
Tengy, b is not probable that any of these treaties will be
t“rin' . hey all give favorable conditions to British manu-
twy og Industries ; and all the nations interested have
he OHt;‘O:;e_sWinging into line under the banner of Protection,

eneh, 1"5 Dot at all promising for British trade.
: 'ea.t?o ltical sentiment is strongly against any comnier-
mlnimun tes. whatever, and in favor of a maximum and
the adny; 311ff, by which there will be two schedules regulating
l"Vied wi];lon of imports. In the maximum schedule the duties
thay hay be applied to goods received from these countries
‘van ® no made concessions in their tariffs thought to be
il be on US to French interests, while in the other the duties
cf"lnt,.i 8 much lower scale, to be ‘paid on merchandise from
Yong 4 "PO8e import duties are favorable to French produc-
® tarifls in other European countries are also high,

Cla

most of them being of the protective character distinguishing
that of the United States.

The manufacturing and commercial interests of Britain are
greatly exercised regarding the expiry of the existing treaties,
If they could induce the ditferent countries to renew them, or
to introduce into any treaties that may be made the favored
nation’s clause it would be all right for them, and they would
not feel the pinch so severely. But the action of France indi-
cates the direction of sentiment, and Britainsees that a large
loss of trade is inevitable. The question is “ What shall we
do to be saved ” The matter is being discussed among the
working classes, for they see that unless something is done to
prevent it there must be a lowering of wages or loss of work.
Manufacturers are facing the proposition as to how long they
can continue in business in the presence of free importation of
the cheaper wares of other countries, and commercial men
generally are discussing the propriety of insisting upon the
Government adopting some retaliatory legislation by which
Britain will do to other nations as other nations do to Britain.

A full discussion was recently had at a meeting of the
Keighly Chamber of Commerce. Many of the speakers were in
favor of retaliation. It was shown that the French tariff regu-
lated by the commercial treaty of 1882 had inflicted serious
injury upon the textile trades of Yorkshire; that supposing
that only the minimum feature of the proposed French Tariff
was applied to Britain, in the case of classes of fabrics wherein
wood predominated, there would be an increase of two per cent.
which, although small, would have the effect of practically kill-
ing the trade. In dress goods where cotton predominated the
advance would be six per cent. On certain worsted goods,
where the existing duty is nineteen per cent., the minimum
under the new classification would be thirty-two per cent. It
was further stated that even if the increase under the mini-
mum scale were imposed it would inean the total extinction of
Britain’s woolen trade with France. 1In the face of these facts
commercial retaliation was openly advocated.

Alluding to the situation the Manchester Textile Recorder
says : “‘It is obvious that the subject is beset with difficulties
on every hand, and that it is indispensably necessary that con-
stant and careful consideration should be given to it without
delay.” The moment Britain begins to lay a duty upon manu-
facturers, or upon anything produced in that country, in com-
pliance with demands such as we allude to, and which does not
seem improbable, the flood gates will be opened upon the great
question that Mr. Cobden fondly thought he had settled forty
years ago. Protection is not an impossibility in Britain ; she
will be forced to adopt it in self defence.

ENGLAND LOSING HER GRIP.

TuE fact has frequently been alluded to in these pages that
the British market was being flooded with the textile products
of France and Germany, while British factories were being
closed in consequence thereof, and British workmen thrown
into enforced idleness. About the only answer the Free Trade
journals could make to this is that although Protection prevails
in both France and Germany, through that protection the
wages of the workmen have been depressed to a point where
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