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Wu8 (lecadfiit, the main evitlence for which wag the

refuNuI of the Riitinh domucrary to iiiuiertake the obliga*

tions of compulsory military h»'rvice. they procpeded to

assume that, at the first ))n'ath of danger, the whole

chaotic and amorpiiuus fabric of the British Empire

would crumltle to pieces. Listen to the expo.sition of

German l)eliofs )»y an impartial American oh.Herver. Pro-

fessor K. G. Usher

:

' Why should the Colonies fight for the maintenance
of an empire whose existence is not of benefit to them
and whose destruction could not injure them? How
could they furnish England any effective assistance in

a war fought in the North Sea, the Mediterranean, or
the Near East? Even should they send troop.s or
supplies so far, their population is not largo enough
nor their resources sufficient ... to make such support
decisive for victoiy. Uesides. CaiKuhi iroiifd expose
kerscl/to (is/idttlt from the I'nited States, a danger which
the Germans seem to think sufficiently rei'.i lo detain
the Canadian regiments at home ; Australia would be
exposed to the Japanese, of whom the Germans think
they stand in daily fear ; in Africa the English con-
federation is exposed to the much more real danger of
an attack from German East or West Africa, and.
besides, is sufficiently imi>erilled by the dispuritv of
numbers between the whites and the natives. In*^' ..;d,

it is conceivable that in Africa the Englisl. Colonies
would be in such danger from the outbreak of a war
with Germany that they would be compelled in self-

defence to sever their connexion with the Empire.
The loyalty of the Colonies, as a whole, has ))een

verbal, personal, a matter of sentiment, with which
interests have never bten allowed to clash. That it

will stand the strain of real sacrifice the Germans
believe highly impro))able.'

So much for German preycience ; but what is the final

cause of such anticipations ? The British democracy may
or may not have been wise in refusing compulsory


