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side I ¥ that many fancy that the other
other “d been utterly annihilated. The
Carce]m ¢ has really not been touched.
ever tl{ hag the conquering hero swept
'“Ppoas fleld when the enemy who was
Poasib]e th be slaughtered appears again,
and Wi{h reathless but without a wound,
irritagd the added nerve that comes from
g of on at what he deems the tyrannous
as amba' §lant strength, Dr. Smith is not
is g l'tlous as he_l}as a right to be. It
o co igher ambition to convert than
to Cregz]uer; to inspire ghan to chill;
when g e than. to criticise, especially
nda ealing with public questions. His
i“‘-‘ﬁpagc?t to Prepossessions and moods, his
iliay Withyhfjo sympathise with ideals unfam-
10 big pq, '8 own experience or uncongenial
ritica) Stes, the preponderance in him of the
Wre g n:Ver the constructive faculties that
cOnspicuceSSary'to the'.st\xtesman, are all seen
Sarce] ously In this volume.  There is
one 03’ an €8say in it that.do.es r.xot reveal
énse gy other of those limitations, and
“‘W&ya be.:;"(.‘atln'ent of the subject, though
nd "]_mnt, 18 generally unsatisfactory.

ish ue:t’? "’g} for instance, with the “Jew_-
S""\itic ion,” he points out that the:* anti-
Zenerg] Mmovement, whlch‘ Is becomln‘g. 80
Oécm dufe not to religious fanaticism

¢ only svnomlc and social causes, and that
t0 copgy b 8y of stopping it is for the Jew
€ being a Jew., The fault is thrown

wh
whg“t{e:l?otll] the ..Iews and not upon those
Prege, el em “’I,Ith brutal v1.0knce. “The
ow ¢lation,” he says, ““is untenable.
Usa ey, Will have either to return to Jer-
lang of or to forget it, give his heart to the
itgn ¥ birth and mingle with human-
Rumey, a‘:lthr. Smith will not trust to ar-
Congyyy,  moral force to bring about the
hay, thflm‘t,lon that is desirable, but would
ticg of € State 8tep in and forbid the prac-
B, ‘Ircumcision, “(Governments would
hag , SPttled to restrain the practice. Tt
lor j, remg to do with religious opinion,
}’eihfri pres’sjmg 1t would religious liberty
the "8ed.”  He might as well say that
Supp,. trvance of Baptism or the Lord’s
®Pinjoy, 88 nothing to do with religious
ight ¢, t;nd that governments have the
Sncl‘ame orb‘d‘ the administration of either
Cumcisiom' Every Jew believes that cir-
the nn Was given to his forefathers as
f&itb_g 3nd seal of the righteousness of
Thoy 8L is part of his religious faith.
Doy a Mstiang believe that baptism has
Jow aien the place of circumeision, the
Snq ,, "'Plaing the faith of his ancestors,
"‘cti(,n attempt to interfere with his con-
] he “sua}“’()uld be religious persecution.
Ow ; Tesults of persecution would fol-
]"0._8 to (1 22%¢. The Jews would be de-
ri" lgﬂinsteil;r%tice more than ever. The
Q#eet or usWOHId be a dead letter, Their
A Self.pe would be gone forever, and
e:- to Orx;ztzc-t would go at the same time,
nh?]y saiq thtmg Jevusalem, that is more
in l:_e to foran done, _ Why should he be
gIm_la Ming w%f}t the city that is bound up
Peq ;Oua in the everything that he esteems
Nog 1 The 3 >Past ag well as eternally sac-
try _hke]y to EW that forgets Jerusalem is
hlt:n which © & better citizen of the soun-
M.@-d | fe lives, Granting that the
0w°De i dyq :”' Jews in many parts of
gy, doeg thl 0 8oclal and economic causes,
_ree? . at make persecution legiti-
t‘k:t' byt y ACIIarge usurious rates of in-
i On() borrower is not obliged to
o Tateg he)’- 1f he can get more fav-
e,e°mbin:5 ® will of course take them
ar,  2Mong themselves, but com
confined to one race or
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creed. Dr. Smith, however, has nota word
to say against their persecutors; and, in-
stead of denouncing Russia for decreeing
the expulsion of millions, he attributes to
party politicsa protest in the United States
against the monstrous edict. His language
is a good illustration of the art of putting
things.  ‘“ As it is,” he says, * Western
Europe and the Western Hemisphere are
threatened with a fresh invasion on the
largest scale by the departure (sic) of Jews
from Russia. American politics are al-
ready beginning to feel the influence. A
party to catch the Jewish vote puts into its
platform a denunciation of Russia, the best
friend of the American Republic in its day
of trial.” (P, 25%).

In the next essay the only solution pro-
posed for the *Irish Question” is along
the same lines. Irishmen must cease to be
Irish, The map has settled the question
that there must not be anything like a
Council, Legislature, or Parliament sitting
in Dablin to settle Irish affaire. ¢ The
map shows at once that the destinies of the
Islands are linked together. The two will,
in all probability, either te unitad or be
enemies, and if they are enemies, woe
to the weaker.” That means woe to
the weaker in any case, if the union
has been accomplished by fraud or is main-
tained only by force. He forgets his own
quotation, that ‘“you can do anything
with bayonets but sit upon them.” Neither
does it occur to him that after the House of
Commons has decided that Ireland is entitled
t> a measure of Home Ruale,bayonets are out
of the question and that some other solution
must be tried. ‘“The resources of civilization
are not exhausted,” though Mr. Gladstone's
second bill is as dead as his first. To quote
Mommsen t5 the eftect that the Celtic race
is “politically worthless” certainly does
not settle anything. In the mouth of a states-
man or publicist, it is the language of des-
pair. Even were it true, the race is still
there and certain to remain there. Some

way of lessening, as far as possible, the oc- -

casions of friction between it and the
stronger race with which it must always be
politically united will assuredly be found.
In the meanwhile, every true friend of the
LEmpire will try to exercise patience and to
abstain from the use of vitriolic language.

The next essay deals with ¢ Prohibition
in Canada and the United States,” and in
it we find that Dr. Smith bas swung to
an opposite extreme. He bas no word of
condemnation for the wholesale deportation
of Jews or for mob violence directed against
the innocent and the guilty alike, but his
sympathies are deeply moved as he thinks
of what tavern-keepers suffer. * Their
treatment has been utterly iniquitous,” be-
cause they do not get compensation when
their trade is interfered with by legislation,
Legislation is always interfering with
trade ; a change in the tariff may create or
wipe out an industry. Railways or canals
build up one city at the expense of another.
Thousands sutler loss in these and other
ways, and yet no one hints at compensa-
tion. Of course, compensation for saloon
and tavern keepersis a legitimate subject
for discussion, but a thoughtful writer
wight rememter that the traffic in strong
drink hag brought as grievous woes on soci-
ety, and especially on its slaves, a8 Jewish
ugurers have inflicted on their victims, and
might remember too the important fact
that those who have gone into the business
have done so with their eyes open to the ex-
istence of a strong party pledged to do
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everything possible ta abolish the traffic, as
speedily as they can, by constitutional
means.

In the essay on the * Empire” his
moods and prepossessions and the incon-
gsistencies into which these lead him are
seen most clearly. 1 may be permitted to
cite two cases in which he is condemned by
his own language elsewhere, although the
whole essay should be read by all who wish
to make a great empire little,

When desirous of pointing out that the
supremacy of the United Kingdom over
the self-governing colonies has been reduced
to a shadow, he quotes a colonial governor,
who ““to pay a compliment to his colony
denied that it was a dependency at all.”
Anxious to impress upon us that such
languaze was meaningless flattery or bun-
combe, he goes on to say : * But a commun-
ity which reczives a governor from an Im-
perial country ; whose constitution is im-
posed upon it by the Act of an Imperial
Parliament ; which has not the power of
amending its constitution ; which has not
the power of peace and war, of making
treaties, or of supreme justice ; play with
language as you will, is a dependency. It
has and can have no place among the
nationa.” (P. 150). Now, let us read his
description of our position, when he wishes
to point out that Irish Home Rule
would lead to separation. ** It is needless,”
he says, “ to discuss again the false, and for
the most part, absurd analogies which have
been adduced to lull the British people
into dismemberment ; . . . that of Canada, a
colony three thousand miles off and virtu-
ally independent.”” When it suits one
argument, Canada is *a dependency,” and
when it suits another, Canada is “ virtually
independent.” Would it not be well for-
him to decide what our position really is,
and to decide the question on its merits
and not for the purpose of arguing one way
or the other] We have a right to expect
from a man, whose historical knowledge
ought to raise himabovemere constitutional
pedantry, a recognition of the great fact
that Canada has been steadily rising from
a dependency into the position of a sharer
of the Imperial sovereignty He must be
well aware that no treaty affecting it can
now be made without the presence of its
representatives as®Imperial commissioners
and without the free consent of its Parlia-
ment., Mr. Secrotary Fish in 1870, and
Mr, Secretary Blaine in 1890, believing
that they understood the British constitu-
tion better than Her Majesty’s Ministers,
remonstrated with them on the impropriety”
of making Canada a party in negotiations
between Britain and the States; but Gold-
win Smith would hardly care to be in the
same boat with those gentlemen, or with
the American representatives on the Beh-
ring Sea commission, whose whole aim was
to prove that no one was giving any trouble
or objecting to their proposterous claims but
Canada, and that a colony had no constitu-
tional status whatsoever. If however, the
mantle of the Bourbons has fallen on him
also, he should read the chapter on our
constitution in Mr, O. A. Howland's ¢ New
Empire,” and endeavor to digest the now
accepted principle that, with regard to Can-
ada, at any rate, ‘ the nominally exclusive
exercise of sovereignty by the Home Gov-
ernment takes its place among the numer-
ous legal fictions which are so common in
our constitutional experience.”” But, if he
cannt understand our pesition from inability
to recognize that the principle of growth ig
inherent in the British constitution, at all



