
CANADA NOT INDEPENDENT

dler sucli cîreuinstances! Ia it flot
certain that we should be promptly
informed by the enemy that we must
decide at once between the alterna-
tives of Empire or final and coin-
plete separation froin the British
Uniont Should we flot be justly in-
formed that we must eéther pull down
the British fiag or be prepared toresist any attack which miglit be
made upon it on Canadian territoryl
Should we flot; be justly told that itwas not open to us to occupy the
mean and equivocal Position of
clainung to be a colony of Great
Britain protected by British power
to-day and of being an independent
Ringdom capable of defending our-
selves to-morrow? Would this flot
certainly be the position which any
hostile power would take and be
amply justi.fled in taking?

And theni, again, what of the at-titude of Great Britain herseif to-
wards the colonial1 relationship in
time of war 1 If Great Britain de-
cided to occupy Canadian ports or
Canadian territory, or to transport
men and arma over Canadian routes,
how~ could Canada refuse her? ]3rit-
amn's legal right to do so is beyond the
shadow of a doubt. Let us 'nake no
mistake! Times of war are very Un-
Jike times of peace. Under the stern
atori and stress of war nations are
iisu*ally foreed to assert their legal
righta. The very suggestion, how-
ever, that Canada would deny ahelter
and support to Great I3ritain in time
of war is too unpatriotie to he even 1no much as mentioned. But we eould tnot offèr lier shelter and support
without ipso faicto ourselves declarig
wvar sgainst the enenly. Then Canada i
ic not independent of British wars. f

A&s another argument i support of(
his general thesis, Mr. Ewart tra averses once more th ceonimonplace c~itory that both Blritish and Cana-
au repre8entatives have aat i re- a

tent vftars on ni 11 1fl:

this history argues the graduai emer-
gence of Canadian separation fromn
Great Britain. This history appears
to us, however, to argue direetly
agaiat Mr. Ewart 's contention. So
far as we cau see it only argues the
admission of Canada to a gi-eater
measure of responsibility within the
]Empire, and flot in any degree hier
separation from the Empire. Great
Britain and Canada foi-m but one
party to the litigation. Indeed, in
point of law, Great Britain herseif
is the only party and Canada is flot
'flternationally recognised ini tleproceeding i any way. From one
point of view the controversy may ap-
pear to be of purely Canadian' ini-terest, but from anothier, it is pri-
marily of British itereat. If the
dispute should fail of a peaceful set-
tiement, then ail1 the petty interesta
of Canada vanish almost completely
before the prospect of a B3ritish war.
The simple faet is that Canadian
representatives are appointed torepresent Great Britain and te co-
operate with the British re.presenWa
tives because Canadians are more
familiar with the facts and there-
fore in a better Position to guard
both British and Canadian interests
and to ultimateîy arrive at a just and
peaceful settiement.

There are many other bonds which
bind Great Britain and Canada te-
gether in addition to those to whi
we have already referred. We are
even bound to Great Britain fisalt-
[y. The British preference was cer-
[aily designed te encourage Anglo-
Danadian trade, if, ideed, it was
lot primai-il7 intended to be the fi-st
natalment of an all-British customs!ederation. We are bound, toe, te
ýreat Britain by a hundred thon-
and or more British settlers who
orne «to oui- shores every year, and

0h still dream ef the homeland. We
i-e bound to Great Britai by cern-ion political liberties and ceinmon
olitiesi ideals, as well as by the in-xorable obligations of gratitude.
In view, then, of these many


