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them; and Canagda negotiates for tariff
concessions as e pleases. Is inde-
pendence in that respect regretted?

Formerly our governor ordered out
our militia, and did with them as he
thought right. Now the militia are un-
der our own control—although it is not
always easy to convince governors or
British officers who happen to be in
our ‘service of that fact. Ought we to
return to military subordination?

Until 1842 the administration of our
government was largely in the hands
of our governors and their appointees;
and since then we have had occasional
tiffs with their excellencies upon that
point. Upon the wnote, however, they
have :ceased to try to govern us, and
now our own men administer the af-
fairs of our country. Is administrative
independence to be given up?

There survive, no doubt. theories of
the subordination of our parliament to
the parliament of the United Kingdom;
of the subordination of our executive
to . Downing street; of the supremacy
of the war office and the Foreign of-
! fice, and so on; but our independence is
so well advanced that although, in a
technical sense, we are not a nation,
vet Canada has today (thank heaven
and our own efforts) many more of the
characteristics of a nation than of a
colony Are we really sorry for it?

Are We Independent?

If independence means that we are
untramelled by devotion and control;
that we can do as we like; that our
freedom is so far advanced and so well
recognized that we have only to de-
clare it in order to make it a legal as
well as an actual fact, then we are to-
day independent. We have already in
that condition survived the decade.

Sir Wilfrid Laurier and Mr. Cham-
berlain have accustomed us to speak
of Canada as a nation. In some re-
spects we still fall short; but Profes-
sor Leacock is right in his refusal to
be called a “Colonial,” and he might
well join with Imperialists such as
Mr. Balfour and Lord Milner in attri-
buting to Canada that independence,
that freedom from subordination,
which are the principal characteristics
of nationhood. That we still tolerate
a merely nominal subséerviency, seems
to be sufficient to blind the eyes of the
professor to the fact that Canada is
today mistress of her own destinies
and can exercise that greatest right of
independence—the right to do as she
pleases.

Our independence then is almost
complete. We have made it- so, and
probably no Canadian regrets what we
have done. Professor Leacock at all
events does not. Already is our virtual
independence recognized; already are
| we given the name of a nation; already

we meet in conference with our “sister
nations” on a footing of complete
equality—arguing and bargaining for
our respective interests. Does anyone
wish that instead of Imperial Confer-
ences, at which the Canadian Prime
Minister® should be the chief person-
age, we -should return to the time of
Governor Sir Francis Bond Head, Gov-
ernor Lord Metcalfe, or even Governor
Lord Dufferin? Does any Canadian
propose to repudiate the language of
the British Prime Minister at the
recent conference:

‘“We found ourselves, gentlemen,
upon freedom and independence—that
is the essence of the Imperial connec-
tion—freedom of action on the part of
the individual states, freedom in their
relations with each other, and with
the Mother Country.”

Lord Elgin said that he concurred in:

“The principle which the Prime Min-
ister laid down, that is to say the free-
dom and independence of the different
governments which are parts of the
empire.”

And Mr. Asquith (Chancellor of the
Exchequer, says:

“The speclal feature of the British
empire has been that it has combined,
and succeeded in combining in a de-
gree unknown in any other combina-
tion in history, a loyal and affectionate
attachment between the  _centre and
the parts of the empire, and between
the various parts themselves, with
complete practical independence.”

Shall Subjection Remain?

Are Canadians ashamed of this spe-
cial feature of the British empire?” Of
all peoples on the face of the earth, are
they the only ones who insist upon
eternal independence upon somebody
else?

Canada’s independence being virtu-
ally complete, the only other question
is whether the form and appearance of
subjection shall remain to all eternity?
Shortly we shall have a
larger than that of the British Isles;
shall we nevertheless continue to ask
London whether we may rearrange-our
provincial subsidies? Already we think
we know more than anybody else about
our own affairs; shall we forever sub-
mit proposed legislation to Downing
street approval before making it law?
Shall we eternally pretend that Down-
ing street may veto it at any time ‘with-
in two years of its enactment? Shall
weé never, never, never rise to the
dignity of acknowledged 'nationhood ?
Shall we through all succeeding ages
be a somebody’s colony, or somebody’s
“Dominion over the seas”—be some-
thing subordinate? Canada’s history
is the assertion of her right to inde-
pendence She has thrown off and Te-
pudiated all real interference with her
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will. . Shall she forever be content to
wear the halter, even though well as-
sured that no one dare touch it? She
would look better, I think, without it.

The effect of declared independence
would mean (unless some sensible ar-
rangement were made to avert it)
some slight inconvenience or expense
through the loss of the British Consu-
lar Service; but that loss would be
richly requited by the loss of the Bri-
tish Diplomatic Service—from Oswald
to Alverstone. We should have the
same service of the British Army and
Navy as heretofore, namely none. We
should be relieved rrom contribution
to British wars, which in the past have
cost us heavily. ‘We should gain in
self respect. We should be free from
the colonial status which “impairs the
mental vigor and narrows the outlook.”
And we should realize more clearly our
defenceless, and take some serious
steps to.improve our fighting condition.

Our neglect in ‘this respect has been
due to our fancied security. Does not
the British Navy defend us? Evéry
now and then we were made aware
that the British Navy did nothing of
the sort; but our disinclination to
spend money, soon sent us back to the
British navy idea. Were we legally in-
dependent, we should have to face in-
stead of dodging it; we should have
to formulate our policy and live up to
it; and our pgplicy might be (who can
tell) that in ¢exchange for the use of
the British navy now and then, we
should agree to some scheme of mu-
tual defence. I say nothing as to
what we should do with our indepen-
dence. The present point is: Shall we
do as we wish?

The British empire is lacking in the
most essential characteristics of an
empire—not only is there no central
control of its forces, but there is no
agreement among the ‘sister-nations”
as to what is to be done in case of
war. Canada will never put her forces
beyond her own .control If they are
to be used in Imperial wars, it will be
because she so decrees. Canada is to-
day independent (that is, she may do
as she likes) with reference to Bri-
tish wars. Does anyone wish it other-
wise? Her obligations must come, if
at all, by agreement—by alliance be-
tween sister nations. Canada’s = inde-
pendence (her right to do as she likes)
in this respect, too, must be recognized.

But Professor Leacock would say:

“If this be our. policy and plan, let
us complete our teaching to our child-
ren. Let us inscribe it upon the walls
of our schools, let us wwrite it in brass
upon our temples that for the navy
which made us and, defends us, we
pay not a single penny, we spare not a
solitary man. Let us add to it, also,
that the lesson, may bear fruit, this

‘shelter theory’ of Canada now rampant
in our day; that Canada by some rea-
son of its remoteness from European
sin and its proximity to American re-
publicism, is sheltered from that flail
of war with which God tribulates the
other people of the world, sheltered by
the Monroe doctrine, by President
Roosevelt and his battiesnips, sheltered
I know not how, but sheltered some-
how so that we may forget the lean,
eager patriotism and saecrifice of a
people bred for war, and ply in peace
the little craft of gain and greed”
The Navy and Canada

\V’hat a curious jumble! Where does
the professor get the ‘idea that the
British Navy “made us” Our growth
has been rapid in proportion to the ex-
tent to which we have ousted Downing
street, and “then permitted to manage
our own affairs. The navy has had.no
share in the making or-us. And if the
suggestion intended is that the British
navy took Canada from France, the
professor is very much mistakén. Our
forefdthers wno used to live in the Am-
erican colonies had much to do with
that. The British army, too had some
share in it, but should we still pay
tribute to the British army?

In what sense dces the British navy
defend us? Twice only in the nistory
of British North America has the Bri-
tish navy taken any part for us or
against us; and on both occasions it
was against us—siding onece, illegally,
with the French against the Newfoumnd-
landers, and siding again with the
Americans against tne British Colum-
bia sealers.

“Defend us!” When and where? Not
in the time of peace. And not in any
war that we were in the slightest de-
gree responsible for.

We have never had a war, although
we have fought several (including two
in Canada) which the United Kingdom
got itself into. We have had indeed
various quarrels with the United States
but the British navy never helped us
in one of them—British diplomacy al-
ways settled them for us, and usually
by the easy process of concession of
our rights.

“We pay not a singie penny” for the
British navy! Certainly not. Why
should we? We get no abuse for fail-
ure to subscribe to the British army.
Spending: our money upon our own
war preparations seems to escape con-
demnation, when applied to land-de-
fence. Why is it reprehensible in con-
nection -with war ships?

Some forty years ago Australia be-
came anxious (with much reason)
about naval defence.
were establishing themselves  in
neighboring - islands—might they not
seek to divide up Australia as they
succeeded afterwards in dividing New

the
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Guinea? Australia, too poor to provide
for her own defance, in 1887 made a de-
finite agreement with the United King-
dom—so much money for so many
ships, not to be removed from Aus-
tralian waters. That was the com-
mencement of what nas been called
subscriptions to the British pavy. It
was payment for contracted defence
and in no sense a subscription — the
ships were provided and the money
was padid.

Arterwards all the other self-govern-
ing colonies, except Canada agreed to
send in their annual cheques, some of
them upon written bargains, some of
them upon mere understandings; and
from 1897 until the present time there
have never been wanting foolisn people
to deride Canada of her meanness

The proceedings,of the'late colonial
conference have changed the situation.
Australia, realizing her mistake, has
given notice of intention to discontinue
her remittances; Cape Colony and Natal
are ceasing payments; and New Zea-
land’s arrangement falls with Austra-
lia’s. This could easity have been fore-
seen; but what is somewhat surprising
{is that the admiralty itself acknow-
ledged conversion to the Canadian idea.
Instead of the appeals to the cdlonies
for contributions (of the conferences of
1897 and 1902) we have now the com-
plete acceptance by the admiralty of
the only true and practicable principle,
that colonial money available for colo-
nial defence shall be spent by the
colonies themselves. |

Most of us have felt little hurt at
tae jibes of' the last ten years. They
will now probably cease. Canada,
through Sir Charles Tupper, broke up
the original Imperial Federation
League (1884-1893) because of its in-
sistence upon colonial subscriptions to
the British navy. Canada has had to
stand alone as against the admiralty
iand all the other colonies. She has
never swerved. Behind Sir Wilfrid
Laurier were both political parties. In
this and various other contests in
which the great principle of colonial
self-government has been recently at-
tacked, Sir Wilfrid has grandly guard-
ed Canadian rights.

The Monroe Doctrine

Professor Leacock suggests that Can-
ada ought to forego Its geographical
advantages (‘its remoteness from sin
and its proximity to American republi-
| canism,” is his mode of expressing the
{idea), and the advantage which may
| be derived from the Monroe doctrine,
and should become Imperialistic—"aye,
| for the very danger of it.”
| For the same reason, I suppose, the
| United Kingdom should throw off, as
far as possible, its island security; and

| build tunnels and bridges (it can be) |
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for the very danger of it” With what
envy ought John Bull to regard the
geographical situation of Germany—
“for the very danger of it.”

“Sheltered by the Monroe Doctrine!”
By one half of the Monroe Doctrine the
United States has declared that Ameri-
can territory, in both its continents,
shall be exempt from annexation by
foreign powers. European and Asiatic
nations may quarrel and grab as they
please in other parts of the world, but
tnese continents shall develop undis-
turbed, so far as possible, by outside
rivalries. Were it not for this Monroe
Doctrine, the old-world struggles for
the balancé of power, for markets, for
mere territorial expansion, would long
ere - this have brought European na-
tions face to face in America, as in
Africa and other parts of the world.

It is a doctrine extremely beneficial
to Canada, one in support of which
Canada ought to be ready at any time
with her whole strength to aid the
United States. If Germany were to try
to get a foothold in Maine, or Japan
to endeavor to establish itself in Cali-
fornia, then Canada, I should say,
should for her own safety, to the extent
of her whole power, upnold the Mon-
roe Doctrine.

And why. in considering our interna-
tiona}l arrangements should we ignore
the tact that were we assailed by Euro-
pean or Asiatic we should have an
ally close at hand? Is there anything
derogatetry in concurrence of interests, |
or anything shameful In mutual help in
support of them?

Every month some English publicist
discusses the European situation, ar-
gues as to the likelihood of support or
antagonism, and proposes foreign policy
based upon the known or assumed at-
titude of other powers. England has
not thought it reprehensible to enter
into a treaty with Japan with a view
to the defence of their common inter-
ests in the East, or to arrange with
France and Spain to maintain the
present situation in the Mediterranean.

Discussing Canada’s futuore, why
must we omit international interests
and considerations? We know that our
territory is safe from European and
Asiatic aggression, partly because of
tourselves and partly because of the
declared policy of the United ~States.
To keep Russia out of India, the
United Kingdom does not disdain help
from Japan, why should we be humili-
ated if, for its own interests (not for
ours) the United Statres should refuse
to rermit Germany to occupy Nova
Scotia. We should do the same for the
United States were Maine attacked—
not “for the danger of it,” but for the
safety of it. The professor will never

persuade Canada to spend much time

Ltn connect it with the continent—‘“aye, [ in looking for dangers.
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velopment while as yet no more than
five per cent. of the surveyed land of
the Canadian West is under cultiva-
tion of any sort. Given another ten
vears of agricultural development of
the land, even at last year's rate of
increase, and we have the picture of
a Winnipeg beside which the spacious
city of today is but a little town.

At ten o’clock last night I stood on
the roof of a great newspaper office
in Winnipeg and surveyed the great
prairie city by moonlight through. an
atmosphere which reminded one .of
North Africa by reason of its peéllucid
clarity. .As I looked down wupon the
broad thoroughfares, with their elec-
tric cars, and laughing, -strolling
crowds of men and womeg, SOme one
beside me called my attention to a
prettily dressed, bright-faced young
woman who was pausing at that mo-
ment in the full glare of an electric
arc light. She might have been the
daughter of Winnipeg's first citizen,
for all the clue her appearance gave
one of her station. Hers sweet, fair
face lit up just then, as she was join-
ed by a well-dressed young man.
Then, moving with happy confidence
and ease, the two strolled to: the
street corner, and boarded an elect-
ric.‘car. %

“That’s the man she’s engaged to
marry,” said my guide. “Two years
and a half ago I saw her land in
Winnipeg in sheepskins. She could
not speak a word of English, and al-
together seemed on about the same
rung of the ladder of human develop-
ment as a good-natured cow. She was
a Galician peasant and could not
write her own name. She gave me
my bill at the cash desk of one of our
biggest stores yesterday, and I give
you my word her English is as good
as yours or mine. R She began here
a3 some sort of domestic servant,
learning hard all the time. Then she
was a waitress in a restaurant;
some sort of a nurse, still learning
hard all the time. Now she’s a cash-
ier in that big store, and engaged to
the accountant. But the thing of it
}is she’s a real Canadian today, and

Minister of the Dominion, or he might
die fighting for our flag. Yes, sir;
Galicia doesn’'t cut much ice with her
now. And, mind you, that's no excep-
tional case, That’s what’s going on
right here, and all the time. I guess
that’'s Winnipeg.”

And, as a fact, that is a’good deal
of the spirit of Winnipeg. As the em-
porium of the golden West, it is a
great forcing house, in which good
Canadians, good citizens of the British
empire, are being manufactured just
as fast as this great country can ab-
sorb them. And that is a good deal
faster than anyone who has not per-
sonally inquired into the conditions
here could believe. The thing is a
very great tribute to the people and
to the Government of Canada. An
even more notable tribute, perhaps,
lies . in the readiness with which the
United States citizens who migrate to

ireason of this; he told me this story.

“Way down in B. C., Nelson way, I
saw a pretty tough crowd in a saloon.
Two. of ’em was father an’ son, and
they came to what you might call
ilanguage. At last the father shoved
his chin into the young one’s face,
‘You , - says he,
‘if I had you south o’ the line I'd let
daylight into you good an’ quick.” But,
say, I'll tell you
line, too. There was a regular bad
man from way back with a gun in
i each pocket crossed the boundary
| once, and rampaged round in a Can-
!adian bar-room. After a spell he got
| talkin’ with some o’ the boys, and
! pulled out a couple o' gums. Seems
| he was set on doing up two o’ them
{ Canadians right away. But what

then .

| the first son she has may be Prime!

{ this country become citizens of it. I|
| asked one of them for his view of the

another—straight!

paralysed him was the way they set
to laughin’ at him. He wasn’t used
to it. ‘You men,” he said, ‘vou’ve got

to die; hut I want to know where
your laugh comes in, dn’ you’d better|
tell me.” ‘Why, certainly,’ says one ofi
the Canadians. ‘We're laughing jat'
the dog-goned fix you're in, an’ you|
can’t get out. If you shoot, why,|
you’ve got to hang, because you're in|
Canada; an’, on the other hand, if|
you don’t shoot, we're goin’ to /kick
you across the street; so you're kind
o’ snarled up anyways.’ An’ I guess
it was a true bill, here ' in Canidy.
That’s why a man’s always ready to
sign the roll as a Canadian.”

These stories are worth telling, be-
cause there is a great deal of Cana-
dian history in them, even though
space is lacking in this place for their
full elucidation. )

Winnipeg lacks nothing in the mat-
ter of 'the social amenities. That its
hotels, eclubs, banks, and places of
business are handsome buildings goes
without saying. Two points may with
advantage he mentioned. The streets
are in many cases beautifully kept
bioulevards. The furnishing and fitt-
ting of the clubs, hotels, and the bet-
ter private houses are not only re-
markably good,” hut are also note-
worthy  when - judged by artistic
standards.  In this respect Winnipeg
does not suffer by comparison with
old-world centres. It is a wonderful

city, and the men,who have made it
have shown that they possess imagin-
ation as well as ability; imagination
which enables them;fp act with a view
to the ‘great future,gvhich lies before
the gate of the. golden Waest.

-0

Just as one finds the rickshaw every-

where in India, so one finds the carga- |

dor in Mexico. ' He is a beast of bur-
den. In general he is a comparatively
small man, with broad shoulders and
stout arms and, legs:" To look at him
one would nqt think’he would be able
to carry heavy burdens. But the
weight he can carry is surprising: You
have a trunk you can scarcely move,
for instance.. You send for a cargador.
He gets it upon his back, high up on
the shoulders, and he marches off with
it as easily as though it were a play-
thing. A life dedicated to carrying
heavy burdens has made this work
easy for him. A slightly built Mexican
will carry over 500.pounds on his
shoulders for short distances.

Until lately almost everything in
Mexico City and everywhere else
taroughout the Republic was carried
upon the backs of cargadors. If you
wanted to‘move your household furni-
ture, you hired’a ‘certain number of
cargadors. For house moving they
generally work in pairs, each pair
having a hand truck, which they pick
up and carry, when it is loaded, for
itYflas no wheels. In Mexico City there
are still hundreds of these hand trucks,
though one may mow find plenty of
carts, wagons, -and heavy moving
trucks. There are also regular trans-
fer companies. But all of these are of
very recent importation.—Mexican
Herald.

Lord Ridley spoke at a Conservative
meeting at Berwick, and dealt in an
| effective way with the position of the
Conservative party in relation to so-
cial questions, says the London Stan-
dard. Lord Ridley, at the outset, de-
precated the suggestion that there had
been in the past any want of sympa-
thy on the part of the Conservatives
with the working man. It was no new
thing for the Conservative party to face
the tasks of social reform—a fact which
did not seem to be sufficiently under-
stood even in some Conservative quar-
ters.

In my opinion, said his lordship, a
policy of social reform is the natural
work and the inherited tradition of the
party to which we belong, and not a
policy which we needed a defeat, such
as we had at the general election, to
discover to us. And yet, side by side
with this feverish activity on behalf of
the working man, I find a large section
of the party, and among them gentle-
men who think they have some claim
to speak on its behalf, whose speeches
make me rub my eyes and wonder to
which party I belong, and whether
these men can really and truly be of
the same party as myself.  They seern
to think that one of our great English
parties’ can exist as a force merely by
supporting the present state of affairs.
To suppeort the Constitution, the churca
the House of Lords, the rights of pro-
perty, union with Ireland, the present
constitution of society—aims'  with
which I heartily sympathize—these are

Why

The venerable Verdi being asked to
name the necessary qualifications for a
successful singer, said in reply: “There
are three”; and being further question-
ed as to their character, replied:
“F;mtly, voice; secondly, voife; thirdly,
voice; perhaps I might add fourthly,
soul.”” The latter we are supposed to
Dossess, but, unfortunately many who
sing forget that it is the impelling in-
stinct which should permeate all ideal
art. Without this adjunct flowing forth
in natural fmpetuosity from a’ heart
whose sympathies have been awakened
through comprehensive channels of an
alert mind, the most beautiful of songs
}vxll fail through tne inability of the
interpreter to arouse the sympathies of
others. Mme. Melba has often remark-
ed that “singers are made from the na-
tural voice, a good ear, a mimetic
power and a knowledge of music gen-
erally. With chese the aspirant needs
but _little from professors.” Without
them, voice and style are- sometimes
manufactured, but of what good are
they? Never reliable, always unsatis-
factory.

I think it was Dr. Stainer in England®
who once remarked, after testing sev-
eral hundred voices during the last
thirteen years, that he discovered but
twenty-five good ones out of that num-

er.

There are many able exponents of
vocel art to be found in the world. New
York, Paris, London, etc., to say no-
thing of Italy, but all the world knows
that, however consummate the art may
be, one cannot make a canary out of a
crow, though it is said that the latter
bird can, through the agency of some
tongue-splitting device, be made most
affable. But I do not remember a single
instance being recorded wherein he has
been made musical. Personally I. do
not believe in too much science. If less
time were spent developing enormities,
and the search made more vigilant for
prodigies, the world in general would

not lose by the search. Singing has be- |

come too much of an accomplishment,
“to a certain degree” in the present
era and there is far too much dabbling
with dangerous, not to say unworthy,
material in the musicdl world. Most

WehDo_ or Do

assuredly vocal science is of much as-
sistance in the pursuance of vocal art.
Scientific training for the young, be-
yond the simplest principles of physio-
!()g_y, however, seems impracticable, as
it is hardly to be expected that young
people who are devoting their energies
to acquiring a musical education for
pecuniary purposes have had either the
time, money or inclination to have
first procured the scientific knowledge
of theirart; and this is where the avail-
able assistance of a teacher who is able
to sing, and well, is required, as the pu-
pils’ powers of imitation, combined with
natural intelligence, will stand him in
good stead of scientific knowledge until
he shall have so ripened in years and
experience that scientific theories will
not confine, but aid him in his work.
Correct breathing is absolute. The
principles of motive power of breath—
those with the larynx, pharynx and or-
gans of articulation, and their immedi-
ate bearing upon quality 'of tone, color
enunciation, are easily comprehended
without entering into the details of
anatomy. I advocate thoroughly and use
the rib breathing, with forward chest
and abdomen flat, thus always having
a good supply of breath for sustaining
or attacking tones. The low position
of the larynx is essential throughout
registers. Vocal physiology and path-
ology of the throat teach us that a
low position is the only correct one.

Aristotle once remarked that ‘“the
donkey brays by lowering and raising
his larynx, producing a weak and
flute-like sound by lowering the lar-
¥ynx, and a powerful voluminous sound
by raising it.”

If this were true, he who advocates
the theory of a movable or raised lar-
ynx seemeth akin to our four-footed
vocalist. Such singers as Luli Leh-
mann, Jean and Edouard de Reske,
Pol. Plancon, Mme. Eames, Mme. Nor-
dica, and others use the low position
only.

The pharynx is the organ of tone
color, and much of the artistic suc-
cess of a singer depends upon its pro-
per use. The organ of articulation
(distinct utterance) 1s another very
important factor in vocal delivery,

Not Sing

which in many cases suffers greatly at
the hands of the singer, and in these
| instances the efforts of the poet might
| be entirely dispensed with and an in-
definite vowel substituted to the ad-
vantage of the audience, inasmuch as
their hearing would not be taxed in
; vain endeavors to comprehend the
written meaning. In the majority of
cases the song is inspired by the poem,
and it stands to reason that those in
question should be treated with some
consideration, and also that the com-
poses should reap a little reward for
his pains. First of all choose that

music for the interpretation of which |

your voice is adapted, and do not at-
tempt the impossible.- Unfortunately,
some of our would-be classical com-
posers confess that they know
nothing of the voice, and
yet attempt to write scores
adapted for that most delicate organ.
The result is a score adapted for wind
or string instruments. Such
are most ungrateful to the singzer and
unfortunate for the composer. Tor
tunately for me that my experience as
a vocalist taught me in writing songs
that the words should properly fit the

melody and all artists in writing to |
me spoke of that one particular point. |
into |
power or |

The vocal machinery is divided
four parts: First, motive
breath; 2nd, the larynx, which
| the tone; 3rd, the pharynx,
colors the tone; 4th, the organs of
articulation. Abdominal breathing I
utterly condemn. How can the abdo-
men help us to breathe properly 2 Do
the lungs lie in the abdomen or chest?
Yet we still have teachers who de-
mand this abdominal breathing.
what medium can we best fill our
lungs? Certainly through diaphragm
breathing, which will permit of the ex-
pansion of the ribs. One great name
is sufficient to back my assertions and
that is Sir Morell Mackenzie, and he
says that in singing ' the abdomen
should most assuredly be flat, and the
more muscular effort one puts forth
the more one draws in the abdomen.

Ruskin says: ‘“Learn to breathe cor-
rectly and your life might be all song.”
—Arthur Uvedale.
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songs |

which |
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said to be the one aim and duty of the

! Constitutional party. For a construc-
tive policy we are to wait, we are told,
till we get into power.

Ladies and gentlemen, I ask you, is
this the policy of Lord Beaconsfield; is
this the policy ‘of Lord Salisbury; is
this the policy which has made the
. Constitutional party the great
for the amelioration of the lot of the
working classes? Is this tl party
which has behind it the record which
we have of the extension of thé fran-
chise, of the provision of free educa-
tion to our children, of almost the
whole series of Factory Acts .and
Trucks Acts, and of the Workmen’s
Compensation Act? Is that party  to
live now as a force of pure negation?
No, a thousand times no! I.am confi-
dent myself that a great majority of
our party hold absolutely contrary
views. We are ready to maintain the
Constitution and the rights and privi-
leges of the state and of the individual,
but we realise to the full that the
Constitution was made for the working
man, and not the working man for the
constitution (hear, hear).

{ Lord Ridley went on to say that for
himseif he sometimes wished that
Conservative associations and their re-
presentatives, instead of grumbling at
their leaders, writing to the papers,
and growling because nobody else did
anything, would take steps to make
their views known to their Ileaders.
Some political ostriches would not see
that the foundation of the party had
been itself built on the advancement of
the social needs of the people. They
were particularly alarmed at the de-
velopment of scientific .doctrines. They
wanted to fight Socialism by exposing
the fallacy of the economic views of
the Socialist. ‘But, if he read things
aright, the working classes of England
were not concerned so much with the
theoretical and economic doctrines of
the Socialist as with the various im-
provements in their position which
they desired.

The working classes of England, said
Lord Ridley, are not Socialistic, and I
for one refuse to regard this Socialist
movement as a class war or as likely
to become a class war, unless the older
political parties of the country fail in
their conception of the situation. The
| British working man does not want to
| divide up everybody’s property, includ-
ing his own. He does not want to des-
| troy family life or to deny the authority
| of Christianity. He does not care par-
{ ticularly for the nationalization of rail-
iways and all the means of production,
provided he is assured of a reasonable
i share in the national profits, and you
will find plenty of British working men
| only too ready to fight against purely
Socialist doctrines. But the British
vorking man is dissatisfied with things
as they are, and the strength of your
| cldaver Socialist writer lies in the fact
that Socialism is the product of econo-
mic conditions which it should be the
business of the Unionist party to alter.

He would indicate, he went on, some
of the lines of reform for which it
eemed to him that the Unionist party,
by its historical antecedents, was pe-
culiarly fitted. The first constructive
i work of the party was, as Mr. Balfour
had said, Tariff Reform. The young
men of the party meant to have it.
The young nations of the empire meant
to have it. The trade unions stood for
protecting their own interests, and
could take very good care of them-
selves. The manufacturer, the farmer,
the agricultural laborer stood for their
own interests, and why not? But why,
at the same time, should not the nation
as a wnole stand for the profit of the
whole nation, as against the profit of
the foreignetr? Agricuiture, he pointed
out, suffered more from Free Trade
than any other industry. A small duty
on agricultural produce, even only for
preferential purposes, would be better
than no duty at all. The demand for
encouragement by the state would be

agent

Lord Ridley on Socialist Peril

intensified by the present policy of
small holdings and the efforts to get
the laborer back to the land, even
though the small holder went only as
a tenant. The Unionist party, which
had been responsible in the past for
Small Holdings Acts and Allotments
Acts, should lose no opportunity of ex-
tending the working of those Acts on
reasonable lines. It should be the busi-
ness of the party to remove the irk-
some and tyrannic features of the
Small Holdings Acts, and to-create the
power to purchase, as well as to hire,
holdings. Further, it should be its
business to simplify all the legal dif-
ficulties which at present stood in the
way of land transfer, and to make it
a cheap as well as a simple operation
for any one to sell or to buy land. This
was not Socialism, but it was a reform
urgently needed in the interests of the
nation as a wholée and the laborer in
particular (hear, hear.)

Again, old-age pensions was a policy
which was not Socialism, and which
had been advocated for a long time
by many of the most distinguished po-
liticians among their party. It was not
Socialism any more than the Work-
men’s Compensation Act, an act for
which his own father, who certainly
was not a Socialist, was directly re-
sponsible. - The Act, by making it
more difficult for an employer to take
the risk of having old men in his ser-
vice, had, however, made it more dif-
ficult for old men to get employment,
and had enormously strengthened the
case of old-age pensions. Old-age pen-
sion systems were in full force in Ger-
many, in Denmark, in Belgium, and
in many of our own Colonies, “which
were not Socialistic States. The provi-
sion of pensions—or should they call
them retiring allowances?—would be
a great national benefit, would not be
beyond the resources of our revenue if
we had a scientific tariff, and was a
question which it should be the busi-

ness of the Conservative party to set-
tle on reasonable and proper lines.
There was nothing very dreadful in the
idea of 5s. a week out of common funds.
Apart from the enormous numbers of
private employers and companies who
already pensioned their employees
(and who would gain by the change),
there were enormous expenses incurred
under the present Poor Law (which
was surely not a Socialist one), in pay-
ing b6s. per week in outdoor relief, in
order to keep persons out of the work-
house who would cost the nation more
inside it. The principle and the prac-
tice already existed, and already cost
the nation something; it only needed
extending. There were difficulties. It
was difficult to arrange, as many of the
best authorities, including Mr. Cham-
berlain, in his original scheme, thought
it ought to be arranged, that these
pensions should genuinely * encourage
thrift, and should, therefore, be on a
contributory basis. It was difficult to
arrange that the scheme should not
conflict with or damage any of the
great friendly societies. But no one
who had attempted to study the mind
of the working man in town and coun-
try could deny that land purchase re-
form and old-age pensions were really
needed by them. He was also convinc-
ed that the vast majority of the Con-
servative party desired these reforms,
and that there were many other re-
forms, such as an extension of the
Housing Acts, so necessary in our big
towns, which were rightly the work of
the Unionist party. Political ostriches
might continue to protest that every
reform asked for in the interests of
Labor was Socialism or Socialistic;
but, surely, the way to fight real So-
clialist doctrines was not, like frighten-
ed children, to call everything Socialist
that they did not understand or care
for, and -‘then run away from it, but to
take the sting aut of the Socialistic de-
sires by passing reforms which were

wanted, which were not Socialist, and
which were consistent with the natural
traditions of their party. (Cheers.),




