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)onds, it is surely abeurd to main-
:ain that Canada is an independelit
aation. Canada and Great Britain
qre really boiund togethe-r at least i
4fflue mneasure by almost every tic
wbielh binds men to mnen and nation
tx> nation. We are bound together
by literature, history and law, by
common libertips, coininon formes of
government sud comnmon political
ideal4. Canada is not wliolly inde-
pendent fsecally, internationally or
morally, or even executively and
legislatively. There ie not a single
straturn i the wliole pyramid of the
Canadian constitution from apex to
base where ties do not emerge whichi
bid her to the Motherland. Some of
these bonds xnay ba stronger and
Rome weaker, whilc some even may be
ahueit invisible, but bonds they arc,
sanetioned by mutual usage and by
matuial approval and consent. Tn the
,wNork of Empire soins of these bonds
inay b. destined to be broken, soine
to remain, sorne to be changed, and
some to be strengthened, but to de-
clare that tliey are even now al
broken and repudiated ie surely to
use words and arguments in reeklces
disregard of truth.

The real confusion, however, in
this whole matter eeems to hang about
our conception of colonial autonomy
or freedoin. Canada is exceedingly
jealous of lier autonomy. This prob-
lem of freedoni or autonomy is, in-
deed, a confusing one to the human
mind, botli in political sud idividual
ethies. The modern mind, for ex-
ample, lias always manifcstcd a dis-
tinct tendency to confuse, autonomy
mith independence or isolation.
Autonomy ise onceivcd as tlie state
o! being witliout 'bonds. If Canada
were independent she would nt least
be free. Tis conception of freedom,
however, is really the exact reverse
of the trutli. Paradoxical as it May
BsJXI to say so, the state of autonomy
is always necessarily a state of bond-
age. The more numerons and far-
reacbing the bonds the wider and
#T1anl tlp i.an", of freedom. The

bonds whicli bind us to our fellows
,are the only possible wires or transit
lines along which the energies of free-
will eau be effeetually exercised.
"Man," says Aristotie, "is a polîti-
cal arinual." H1e can only exist and
exerci«e his freedom under the bond-
age of politieal conditions. Men can
exercise their freedom only by mak-
in- coutracts with their fellows, and
by being bound by themi when they
are made. The man who refuses to
mrake or to perforni hie contracts or
to pay his debts is not a free man;
lie is rnerely a self -created outlaw
who lias denied himself ail the pre-
rogatives of freedoni. Upon this
conception of freedoin or autonomy

retwe need hardly add, the whole
fabrie of civil and political riglits
alike i communities, nations and emn-
pires. Tlie only true path of politi-
cal freedom isj the path of organie
political development.

Tis conception of freedom, or
autonomy, then, being admittedl to, be
the truc one, the sole question for the
Canadian autonomist is whethcr Can-
ada, as a political unit, is likely to
enjoy a greater measure of sucli
freedoni within or without the Emi-
pire. Prima facie the presiumptioxi
is always against and not i f4vor of
separation. Prima facie separation
inoans losa of opportunity and loss
of opportunity loss of freedoni. The
only possible method of rebutting this
presumption is by showing- that. the
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