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(L. THE WORLD OVER.

[ must have liberty,
1l as large a charter as the wind—
w on whom I please.”
HE reception to Mr. Laurier and his
'rrno-Hu»ucnm[llnionlI'uan’OII'
wus as enthusisstic as it should have
) Of course the crowd which had
wubled at the whaef on the arrival of
:Q‘S'Vj'illl('r was not compoled .lmew
{ Liberals, but, nevertheless, all, or
wrly all, were well-disposed towards
% Liberal leader. Evidcndy the
eple noticed Wm. Marchant on the

oy hlﬁ. forgetful that he has more
than once admitted that it is mot at
present obtainable, and, in consequence,
as every one knuws, we must continue
under the disabilitiés existing under the
jug-bandled system from which we sui-
fered and from which the bringing in of
the National Policy relieved us.”
The burden of Mr. Lauri-r's speech
was “Freedom of Trade.” This, as the
Montreal Star says, sounds well and
means little. Tt instantly suggests “free
trade” and as instan’ly comforts with the
assurance that it is uot free trade at all.
Yet the free trader would find in it a
first cousin to his own pet shibboleth,
snd could easily persuad. his imagination
ihat he was at last on the home track
following the old war cry; while the
moderate  Protectionist —the National
Policy Protectionist as opposed to the
Private Purse Protectionist—e uld find
in it only & declaration for common sense
tarif reform. George Foster was &
“Freedom of Trade” man in a mild
degree when he brought down his first
tariff draft at the opening of last session ;
and he was still & “Freedom of Trade”
man—with a little more water in it—
when he had located his last “‘clerical
error.” Senator Gorwman in the Ameri-
can Senate stands maguificently for ““free-
dom of trade,” for he has made trade a
little freer than it was under the regime
of McKinley. It is a wide, wide plank—

?"~\! al d refrained fromwuttering & sound |
{®elcome

The meeting in the MC‘ u-.u was
vl attended, The lp‘ﬂh“ were, in
uiy respects, o disappointment ; but
W can be attributed to the fact that the
"’"l'lc expected too much,

3;;3“3;'« aking of Mr. Laurier’s trade
f\,i" s local publication remarks :
umerous  papers of considerable im-
f’rTﬂl\t't* i the commercial world of
’-‘mliu do not hesitate to express dissatis-
.,M"’ll with  Hon. Mr. Laurier’s trade
;'*""[ as evuncisted in some of the
é ches which he has delivered. It is
E:‘;j“f*l out that however anxious he may
m: M.‘ll| rocity iu trade with the United
e those wishes of bis count for
P‘.,,:W' s long as the United States
:h.‘;[r}m s not willing. He has d
e ple of this country are being
tme uuder the tariff, wnd that when he

8t . wer, he will set matters right

:lt:il ‘re.\pect. Thﬁl‘l. AS & md’-fﬂf
Usiness disabilities, he recommends

is ‘“freedom of trade ;” and his was a
long, long head who first proposed to
make it the representation of the Liberal
trade pusition to be sent to the ¢ uotry.
It is freedom of - trade that the most
single ey¢d Commercial Unionist in Can-
ada thinbs he is working for. Mr.
Godwin Swith would, doubtless, write
himself down as in favor of so plausibly
pamed a policy ; and so would the man
who wants to reduce our duties on British
goods and thus make trade freer within
the Empire. Who, indeed, is agaiust
trade ! The Liberals them-
fess to be in favor of

\d so it becomes only

a question of degree ;
flgor of as much of it as We think good
for the country. We knew what &
wpevenue tarifl’ meant ; We comprehendefi
the significances of WiUprestricted Rect-
procity ; but what is Freedom of Tr.ade?
The shoal upon which this new wn::d

in will come to rief, however, 18 _o
?i?‘e:::ead dist,rugit of the Liberals in

and we are all in|8®

trade matters, and the consequent wi
policy be clesr and explicit—not vague
aod illusory. The country is-not in a
noqd, to take anything on faith from the
Liberals in regard to taviff legislation.
We csme to near the precipice in '91
amid a fog of fine phrases. If the
Liberals would be strong in the next
campaign, they must be exceedivgly
frank and plain with the country—they
maust tell us in spite of their baulk at the
sight of an open road last session, how
they intend to amend the tariff. It is
folly, continues the paper referred to
above, to howl at protectfon and then
prowise *“‘incidental protection, "= to de-
clare fora great reform in the tariff which*
shall reduce it to & revenue basis when
it does no more than raise the revenue
now ; and ask the people to accept this
as & full explanation of the intentions of
the party. Plain details and not dazzling
phrases constitute the real need of the
Oppositionists at this time.

1 have no doubt, however, that Mr.
Laurier’s visit to this Province will at

least have the desired result of awaken-

ing interest in our illimitable possibilities
and the requirements for the develop-
ment of British Columbia resources.
Before quitting the subject of Mr.
Laurier'’s visit, 1 must not forget re-
marking that chat gentleman bears a
wonderful resemblance ' to the late
Jamented Right. Hon. Sir John Mac-
donald. This resemblance is more note-
worthy in facisl expression than from a
physical standpoint. It is said by inti-
mate acquaintances that Mi. Laurier
resembles Sir John also in disposition,
being conciliatory and always anxious to
make friends. 2
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Now that the new U. S. Tariff law
has gone into operation without /the
President’s sanction and without, indeed,
the overriding of his veto which he did
not exercise because he considered the
measure & step in the right directit.m,-
it may be well hat tariffs
nerally are not remarkable for the
of time which they last, they
being continually subjected to greater or
smaller modiffcations. We cam.xot lovk
very far iv Canada for tariff history s
until 1878 our tariffs were mainly for
revenue.

But, if we refe

we find that the

length

rto the United States,
first of the distinctively




