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% portant particulars with our own trans-
« continental lines.” The same journal
understands that ¢ the contract for the
« construction of the line is taken by a
“syndicate said to be the most powerful
i in respect to money and influence that
“has ever taken hold of any American
“ enterprise.’’

THE FULTURE OF CANADA.

An article under the above heading
has been contributed to the Contemporary
Review by My, George Anderson, M. P,
and has been reviewed by the New York
Erewing Post under the caption of “ How
to suve Canada.” Tortunately the safety
of Canada, both in the present and in the
future, depends.chiefly on her own people,
and although we cannot deny that writers
like Mr. Anderson, may do a considerable
amount of mischief by encouraging our
republican neighbors to meddle in our
affairs, yet so long as the Imperial Gov-
ernment continues to pursue the en-
lightened policy which it hag manifested
towards the self-governing colonies during
» copsiderable number of years, we ought
to bear with patience the infliction of such
articles as that, to whiclh we propose to
direct the attention of our readers. M,
Anderson is one of. those zealous propa-
gandists, who not satisfied with the enjoy-
ment of free trade in his own country
would compel the colonies ta f{ollow the
example of the mother country irrespec-
tive altogether of the wishes of their in-
habitants. Tortunately it is too late to
propose compulsory measures, and Mr,
Anderson seems inclined to recommend
what he doubtless imagines would be a
very ‘tempting bribe, although it is
accompanied by what can only be con-
sidered as threats.

We have been rather surprised to
learn that Mr. Wharton Barker of Phila-
delphia was ‘ the chief supporter of M.
Garfield as President,” and that his
recommendations are believed by Mr.
Anderson to be likely to engage the
serious consideration of the Government
of the United States. Weare told by the
Essayist that ¥ Some little time ago I was
¢ informed on most reliable anthority that
“ certain American statesien of no mean
“influence were. about to move in the
“ matter of Canada, so as to make it a
i leading political question of the imme-
“ diate future, and even that it was likely
“ to become & prominent feature in  the
“ policy of the Garfield Administration.”
Again the fiscal policy of Canada is said to
have been adopted under United States
influence. “In . the matter of tariff the
“ Dominion, either through American
“ example or under American influence,

‘ has hitherto been the most hostile of all
“ our colonies.”” = <+ * ¢ [Tence the per-
#gistence with which American influence
“in Canada~—an appriciable force in her
legislature~—has been hitherto used to
“push up the Dominion tarifl, and so far
“with great success.” Although the
Ivening Post is quite ready to endorse all
that Mr. Anderson has written in depre-
ciation of Canada, and in appreciation of
the United States, it warns him not to put
too much faith in the power of that “emi-
nent banker and politician in Philadel-
phia,” Mr. Wharton Barker, to make wiat
be calls “a high tarift] protective, federal
“Canadian union a prominent feature in
“the policy of the Garfield Administra-
“tion” Mr. Anderson’s references to the
United States are far from ereditable to
him. [t is simply preposterous to insin-
uate that American influence hasg been an
appreciable force in our Parliament, or
that the Canndian tarifl' has given satisfac-
tion in the United States.. It is well
known that bitter complaints have been
made by our neighbors, though without
just cause, that the tariff’ was framed ina
spirit of hostility to them. What wil}
they think when they find a British' mem-
ber of Parliament gravely maintaining
that it was'owing to their own: influence
over the Canadian Parliament, including
of course the responsible advisers of the
Crown, that this obnoxious tariff’ was
adopted ?. Mr. Anderson has certainly
taken a sirange mode of inducing the
people of Canada to abandon their pro-
tective policy. e aflirms that m the
United States, where for a great number
of years a bhighly protective tarill'has been
in force, “there is & manifest movement
and progress, for which we look in vain
on the Canadian side,”” while ‘all the
activities of life seem in fuller tide.”
This is not the way to convinee the Cana-
dian people that the fiscal policy of the
Ameriean republic has been a mistake.
Mr. Anderson frankly tells us that the
only value of colonies to Great Britain is
it the prospect of a profitable trade,” and
the aim of his paper is to suggest a mode
of securing that trade which he appre-
hends is likely to be diverted to the
United States.

The recent negotiations for the con-
construction of the Pacifie Railway, in-
volving a considerable subsidy in land,
has excited the wrath of Mr. Anderson,
who maintains - that all the lands in the
Canadian Dominion should by right
belong to the mother country, being, 'as
he states, “ theonly assets left to show for
all the outlay. Great Britain has dis-
bursed.” The extent of this outlay . is
arrived at by a mosé extraordinary pro-

cess. 'T'he amount of the public debt
prior to the commencement of the war
with France in 1755 is given, and also
that at the close of the war, and the
difference is assumed to be the costof
Canada, to which Mr. Anderson adds com-
pound interest at 3 percent., making the
cost four times the amount of the whole
national debt of Great Britain, and, not
satisfied with this, he has added two
hundred millions as the amount, including
compound infevest, of subsequent expen-
diture. . Unfortunately for the argumeng
the ‘war with France was not undertaken
for the conquest of Canada, and it would
be just as rensonable to assume that the
cost of any other war with' France in the
last century should be treated as the puy-
chase money of Canada. Mr. Anderson
does not venture to maintain that theve
ought to be any interference with sales of
land to settlers, but he isa good deal
exercised over the possible sale or hypo-
thecation of these lands to foreigners. Ile
asks : “Js_the Dominion limited Lo that
“Rind of sale? or might she sell or
“hypothecate them otherwise, for in
“gstance to another nation in return for
“a loan?” and he adds: “ Surely
“ Greal DBritain® would have a righst to
“an interdicton such an arrangement as
“ that, and yet some such proposal is by
“no means an improbable contingency at
“present.” Mr. Anderson then proceeds
to discuss  the DPacific Railway project,
intimating that the means are not likely
to be obtained in England, and, after pre-
dicting that Canada is likely to become
hopelessly insolvent, he asks, “ will
s Prance be then tried? or if she also
« declines to be allured by the question-
“able prospect, is it expecled that the
“ Dominion may find a  country nearver
tthome ready to advance the money,
# taking the lands on hypothecation as
« gecurity, and with a keen appreciation
« of possible contingencies in the future.”
We are glad to find that Mr. Anderson
admits that “our best way of keeping
Canada loyal to us is to keep it the main
interest of her people io be s0,” and also
that, “ notwithstanding Mr. Barker's in-
sinuations, her loyalty is at present above
suspicion’? It is, however, apprehended
that the acquisition of means to build the
Pacific Railway wonld be o temptation too
gtrong to be resisted ; and it is assumed
that outside help is. indispensable. = Can.
ada.it would seem is on the horns of a
dilemma. . ¢ Nothing less than consent to
o Zollverein is likely to bring aid from
“ the Americans, and nothing less than a
“ treaty of free trade cught to bring it
# from us.” SirJ.hn Macdonald’s mission
it is said, is likely to fail and ought to



