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national defence nnd subsistence. A country that ix more or less
self.contained has a great advantage in tivae of war.,
enhanced under Protection, nud at the sune  time

creased.

Wages are alao
labor itself is in-
Asa disadvantage in  this  pacticular i should be naticed
that the cost of living is increased.  The greatest  disadvantage of
Protection is however that it is very diffienlt to deeide when it should
be nbolished.  When Protection has been in foree for a decade or so,
the manufacturers of the conntry use all their influcnce to prevent
any change in the tariff.  And their power is. often very cousiderable,
seciug that they control a large clugs of cmployees, all of wlom are
dependent on the industry in which they arecugaged.  Besides wagen
as a rale are likely to fall when the tariffl is removed, so that laborers
as a class are opposed to such a change.  Thus it is  plain that Pro.
tection ance establivhed is likely to remain 1 force for a considernble
time, perhaps longer than is to the best interests of the country at
large.

What has Protection done for us jn Canada?  Have we received
any real advantages from it 2 Was it o bulwark against the recent de-
pression? Have we reachied the point when it shonld be abolished *
Would it he advantageous for us at  the present time to change to a
Revenne Tanfi? These are our most impartant politieal questions to.
day.

Al are awniting the coming Sexsion to see what 1 resent

Government have in store for us in the line of tariff legislation. Al
admit that the conntry has sulvanced under Pratertion. Al see none
that’it was snited to onr conditions when it was introduced.  Many
now, however. think that it has had its day.and that it hias been
rund wanting under a serious depressjon in trade. We all agree that
we felt the depression very severely.  Still many claim that it was
more severe in other ~anutrics.  The Vrotectinnists aay that we were
saved from it by the Proteetive Tariff.  In the United States. how.
ever, where prices were considerably lower, they have 1 ki er pro.
tective wall than we have.  Perhaps  the reason we dul not feel the
depressian as much ag some other conntries ig tobe fouud in the
character of the people themselves and not fu the tariff,  Canadians
are very stead v, shrewd and carefvl And not so inclioed to run risks
a% our cousing across the border.  Besid»s we have 2 Imnking svstem
that wonld be a sonree of strength to auy neople, and perhaps moreto
us than toa countryinclined to take greaterrisks. Still it mudt be ad-
mitted that a youug country is more secare agaiust competition when
a molerate Prolective Tariffis in force.  In these days, whiy com.
petition isso keen. it is & very serions question  for us to decide,
whether we are strong cnnngh to fight agaiust the older countries in
the markets of the world.  We shonld never lnse sight of the fact
hat we aremore or less the natural - mpetitors of the United States
in all that we prodnce, and that ther are much stronger than we.
‘I'he cont of production iz as a rule Jess in the United States. and so if
we with to follnw any line of industry it must be protected against
their competit.on =0 long as the co<t of production with us is greater.

But rome onc may object and say that this is an agriculiural
conntry aud wo do not need mannfactur~s.  Canada is certainly an
agricultural country.  Qur agricnltural resources have u yet been
ouly partially developed. Stilk ilo we nnt nee? manufactures in an ag

ricultural conntry ? Child, the cconomist, says: ** Laud and trade are
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twine, and have always and will ever wan el wane together. It
cannot be i with land but trade il feel 1t vor il with teade it
Jand will fall.”

ing conunereind amd mannfactanng towns coutribute o agricaltuial

And Adnm Snuth gives three way s in which flinish.
advancetent.  First, these towns atford o close gnd veads marker for
agriculteral pradice  Secoud, the wearlth acqmred 1 the towns gaes
to aid and advavee sgricuhtare. Third, the towns make the conutry
more stable atd cnctite better goaernmment. Thas the encourage
ment of manufacturers 1s of vitud anportancee o as as an aygienitueal
conutry.  We need large towns and centres of populition if agicnl

wire is 1o tlomish.

Whant wanld betheadvantagesof Reciprocity with the United States
The farmer i~ inciinel to think thar of the United Stutes admiteed
his gowals free from duty, he would recane s ged price for his com-
wadititivs.  Would this be so0 in the cnse of graiu at the present time?
Is not the market price in the States lower than it i< with ug, as far
as grin is cottcerned ? Even in stock do not our neighbors produce as
chicaply as we™ A few year« ago we had a gonl market for horses
the Unital State~

the bicyele, that trade is very much nnrrowedaad contined.

But owing to the intreduction of clectricity and
Besides.
this is only aneside of the subject, for if onr gowds were admtted free
into the United States, we would have to adlow the same privilege to
them.  Then our markets wo nled e tlomdcd with the surplus greain of
e Woestern States. We have too miach geain in this country at pre-
scnt.  What we want is 2 amarket in o conutry that  does uot export
graiv 1 on the other haud, we had Reciprocity  with  the United
States our manufactured cpmiwhitics would be cheaper, and wecould

unport many eommadities that we do net produce ourselves.  But, as

* has beent mentioned abave, the revenuo must be raised, and it is ex-

tranely prabiable that a large number of commandities would be taxed.
1 fact the mumnber taved nught be tearly azmuchas under Protection.
Thas the lifference botween the present tariff aud Reaprocity, which
nuplies a Revenue Tanfi would uot be so grert as wany would lead us
to believe.  There is no doubt, however, that many moditications of
the present tanff contld be made in favor of the farmer. It woull te
aboon tohim ifall agdcultural machinery and implements were
placed on the free list.

In conclusion. the question may bhe snnted up in 2 fow words. To
come to a definite derisisn it wanld be necessary to decide if our in-
Austrics are firmly cnougli costablished aud can compete with all.
cotners in the markets of the warld, I the answer is in tho affirina.
1f in the negative, Pmtectinn should still be

cantinued, because without  prosperous manufaclures, a country can-

tive, abalish Protection.
not rdvance. A Revenue Tariff has mauy advantages over n Pro
tection aystem, but it is not suitad to a country thathas ant well
cstallishad industrics.  Of course modifications can be made that
womid be beneficial to n large class of citizens. Bul as this savors
more or less of class legislation, i: ix open to serious objection. It is
thns plain that tho whole aubjec? resolves itself into one of relative
The
subject is an open one and each individual must decide for himseli,

advantage.  No system is perfect. cacn has its disadvantages.

for opinions differ widely on very clementary parts of the problemn.



