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continue to trust to the British fleet for
protection, that they should aid in the sup-
port of that fleet. Colonial pride, as well
as colonial sense of justice and honour,
should accept that principle without contro-
versy. But ‘' taxation without representa-
tion is tyranny,” even though it should be
self-imposed. Sharing in the maintenance
of what would thus become the Imperial
navy, would carry with it, as a first corol-
lary, some voice in its disposition and man-
agement. Unless we greatly misapprehend
the colonial, and also the British, way of
looking at things, the two would bs deemed
ingeparable. We doubt if even the British
pride of spirit would permit them to accept
what would be almost equivalent to annual
donations from the colonies, given for the
support of the navy and no questions asked,
even were the colonies willing to proceed
on that principle. But if this be so, would
it not be rather indelicate, not to say pre-
sumptuous, on the part of a colony, to take
the initiative, and say to the British Gov-
ernment, ¢ We are afraid that the burden
of maintaining your fleet is too much for
you. We will help you, on condition that
we are recognized as part owners and allow-
ed to help you in its management.” What
but a snub could be expected in answer to
guch a proposal} Evidently the Imperial
Government should take the initiative if it
desires such a partnership. The method
proposed by the Post seems to be the na-
tural and direct one.

In maintaining that commercial unity
is not an indispensable prerequisite to poli-
tical union, the London Zimes is, we dare
eay, logically and historically correct. If
it goes farther and contends that such a
union can be as complete and ag prosperous
among states which maintain high or low
tarifts against each other, as amongst those
which are commercially free so far as each
and all the members of the union are con-
cerned, one may well demur. The spectacle
of a Confederated Empire, whose members
were continually erecting tariff walls with
a view either to exact tribute each from its
fellow state, or to keep out altogether the
goods of that state, would hardly make one
enamoured of such a union, especially if
an occasional tariff war between two or
more of its own members were among the
probabilities. Can anyone suppose that if
the different Provinces of the Dominion
had retained each its own tariff, with power
to change or iacrease the duties at any
moment, without reference to the effects
upon the other Provinces, the Confedera-
tion could have made the progress it has
made in the direction of unity of feeling
and interest. Then, again, without any dis-
paragement of the power of the higher
gentiments which are drawing the British
colonies nearer to each other and to the
common centre, it would be shutting our
eyes to well-known facts were we to at-
tempt to deny that the commercial motive
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has played a very important part in this
movement from the first. The high tariff
of the neighboring States has been, to say
the least, one of the most powerful of all
agencies in promoting whatever of enthus-
issm for Imperial Federation thera is in
Canada to-day. Could it be made absolute-
ly certain that the Mother Country never
will consent to impose a discriminating tax
on the goods of foreign nations in favour of
the colonies, Imperial Federation in Canada
would receive a blow from which it would
be long in recovering. The bearing of the
fact, if such it be, is obvious.

The * leader-writer ” of Tue WEEK is
in despair. His ignorance, presumption,
and dogmatism are, we fear, ingrained, in-
eradicable and-—colonial. It might have
been supposed that after being repested-
ly rebuked by * Fairplay Radical”
and reminded in the delicate and dispas-
sionate style peculiar to that writer, that it is
the height of unwisdom for “ people brought
up and residing all their lives on this side
of the Atlantic ” to presume to know any
fact, still less draw any inference, or ex-
press any opinion touching English poli-
tical life, even said “ leader-writer” would
have carefully refrained ever after from
committing himself to any statement con-
cerning British affairs until it had been
carefully tested in the proper laboratory.
And yet even now, with the eminently
undogmatic letter of ¢ Fairplay Radi-
cal " before him as a model, he finds himself
incorrigible. Heis unfortunate, too. Just
when he might have been suppesed to be try-
ing to persuade himself that all that he had
readincablegrams and English papersduring
these last months about an alleged outery
against the House of Lords was an hallucin-
ation of the colonial mind, here come this
(Monday) morning more cablegrams inti-
matingon the authority of such men as Hon.
George Shaw-Lefevre, President of the
Local Government Board, Sir George O,
Trevelyan, Secretary for Scotland, and
others of like standing, that Lord Rose-
bery finds himself forced to make in a few
days an explicit pronouncement to the ef-
fect that the Government will move for the
curtailment of the veto power of the Lords
immediately on the opening of the coming
gesgion, This must be, of course, all a mis-
take, seeing that there is no outcry, and
consequently no pressure of the kind in-
dicated. He was not aware, until told by
his mentor, that he had “led his readers
to imagine that there is an enormous dis-
proportion between the Conservatives and
the Liberals in the House of Lorde,” though
he does confess to having been under the im-
pression that at least three of the most im-
portant Radical bills passed by the Com-
mons during the last session were either
emasculated or thrown out by pretty strong
majorities in the Upper House. In view
of his past experience with himself, he
hesitates to make strong promises of refor-
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mation, but he will certainly try to reme®™
ber, even when he supposes himself %
be stating matters of fact, as he was in _the
paragraph of Oct. 5th, without expressioé
any opinions on the merits, not only that
if * Unionist ” Lords would but call the®”
selves Radicals, the Consgervatives WoU

have only a very moderate majority in th.e
House of Lords, but that that House '
even now full of Radicals (of the ** Fairp!a¥

type).

To speak more seriously, “ Fairply
Radical 7 seems to be labouring under ?
“ curious misapprehension ” as to our MeAY”
ing, which was, we dare say, badly enou8
expresged. His strictures are appal'e“"ly
based on the idea that we were espousing he
cause of Gladstone and the Home Ruler®
whereas we were only pointing out what
we deemed to be the insufficiency of the
remedy suggested by the Spectator for ap
admitted inequality. Even onewho had bee®
brought up and resided all his life on th!®
side of the Atlantic may surely venture t0 do
that, giving his reasons for whatever they
may be worth, just as anyone else has 8 per
fect right to take exception to those reaso®
and show their futility, Every intelligen®
Canadian knows that ever since the Ho®’
Rule Bill sent up by the Commons waé ®
unceremoniously thrown out by the Lordé
there has been an outcry against the latte!
and that this outcry was intensified by subs®’
quent doings in the Upper House. As.t'o
the relative number of British and Iri®
electors in sympathy with that outery, wé
have expressed no opinion, That the m&
jority are yet prepared to support it, t0 the
extent of seriously curtailing the powers ®
the Upper House, we have not asserted O
implied, nor should we care to do so. :
general election only can decide that. Ths
a number of the supporters of the
Government, within the Commons f‘“
without, sufficient to endanger its positio®
demand action hostile to the Lords is simp!®
matter of fact within the knowledge of every
reader of English and Canadian pape™
That those who are making the outofy’
whether strong or weak, numerically—58",
we are not at all disposed to over-rate the":
strength—would spurn, as utterly iﬂ“de'
quate, the remedy proposed by the SI’““‘L
tor, is surely too obvious for doubt. The
is, in other words, what we were saying:

Tt is intimated, or at least currently
reported, that the Manitoba Governmena
will take an early opportunity to make
further change in the Manitoba School La®
by completely secularizing the schools.
is perhaps reasonable to infer that the c0 ]
ditional clause in Mr. Laurier’s pronot?°
ment, “If the schools are Protestalnt.
schools,”” may have led to this l‘e’uob
We have not the text of the Manitobs A’
within reach, and do not remember ex_“ct.y
what kind or extert of religious exel‘olseaﬂ
now permitted or required, but we hav®




