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Trade-question jnvolves that of the Constitutional issue,
tor whieb you are unprepared, and witb wbich you do not
even coursive yourselves to be dealing-how can 1 properly
recOmimend you now to decide on Commercial Union1"

This is the language of a man wbo sees straigbt, and
Wbo will flot consent to befog or delude the people, even for
wbatbe migbt be tempted to caltheir own advantage. But
when a man bas set bis beart on political union with tbe
States, and sees clearly ail the difficulties tbat are in tbe
lay, and at tbe samne time flrmly believes tbat Commercial
Un'ion would be advantageous, it is no wonder that hie is
tflulpted to persuade the people to take the easy step first.
Tbougb tbe one sbould involve tbe otber bie is not alarmed,
because bie is convinced that the other would be also
advantageous. 0f that bie is cock-sure, and it is sometbing
ta he as cock-sure of one tbing, Ilas Macaulay was of
everytbing," according to Lord Melbourne. It may be

8 Well to say bere that tbe present writer is one of those
"hio eau agree neitber witb the extreme partisans who bold
tbat Canada cannat live, or at any rate Illive well," witb-
'lut free trade with the States, nor with the extreme men
on' tbe Opposite side who bave persuaded tbemselves that
free trade witb neigbbours would be injurious. Botb
extrenes are contradicted by the facts. At the samne time,

he scknowledges that bie is more in sympatby witb the

"enl Who bold tbe second position, absurd tbougb it seems,
because, if tbe first position were true, it must be abundantly
ilanifest that it is flot in Oui power to force the United
States to give us wbat Mr. Blaine cbaracteristically caîls
"the casb value " of their markets, and also tbat tbe more

*6 Clamour for tbat cash value, like sturdy beggars instead
0f 8elf-respecting traders, the more unlikely are we to get
it sud tbe more do we enfeeble and disgrace ourselves.
Tbe present book, in its perpetual insistence on tbe

lnatelrial prosperity tbat union would bring, appeals far too
inucb to tbe baser side of buman nature. Surely the
lessJons that bistory teaches are tbat wealtb is flot the one
tbinig indispensable to a people; tbat commercial prosperity

ro86Y be bougbt at too great a price; that if wealth be
gained at tbe cost of the sligbtest loss of moral power, it
Pr'oves flot a blessing but a cise that can neyer be sbaken
Off; and tbat simplicîty of life is riot inconsistent witb tbe
bighest culture any more tban witb the formation of the

4 lObl6st character. A)l tbis no one would admit more
rea'dil than Dr. Goldwin Smith, and Île would answeî tbat
il his opinion tbere would be no loss of moral power to
Ca~nada in consenting to a union witb the States. Hie
RluUt admit, bowever, tbat tbat would depend on the para-
rnoUnt motives that' deteîmined the country to such a
decision, and that appeals to cupidity or to fear are surke
Un 1wortby of a great writer and insulting to a great people.

I' discussing this question wbich bas been now broughi
before un so distinctly, it is indispensable to face sîl that is

%edVisey involved, and-as a great autboîity in moîas
tried-tooIl clear our minds of cant." Because a man

le runto is wncountry, goverument sud institutions,
heOwn bistory snd bis own flag, in oue word because lie

18 loyal, it iii suîely cant, or affectation of freedomn frorr
Cant, to assume that bie is, therefore, an enemy to tbe

People of tbe United States. Anytbing more preposterous
could flot be put in words, and yet that is wbat is con-

etn1 sue by certain writers. It is alsio sometbing
can toaythat "there is noreason wby tbe union

0' tbe two sections of the Englisb-speaking people on this

Cnient sbould not be as frece, as equal, and as bonour-
l 5 as tbe union of England and Scotland," or to speak of

a union of Canada with the American Commonwealth
k"tbat into which Scotland entered witb England,'

(PP. 267, 8). Sucb a union is not on the carpet and is ctotally
Out Of tbe question. Tbere is no analogy b)etween the two

ý4e8 S~cotland in consenting to the union forfeited notli
iIig bistorical or sentimental and therefore no moral force,
'Whereas Canada would forfeit everything. [n the one
elase, tbere was no disruption from an Empire to wbich
ýC0tlan'd belonged sud therefore no change of citizensbip.
8entland remained a distinct realm and bas ever since been
legiBlated for distinctly. The two crowns bad been on
Oue head ever since sbie had given bier King to England.
1"r St. Andrew's cross was blended with tbe cross of St,

(ere Sbe retained ber Preshyterian establishment
an every succeeding monarcb bas to swear to preserve thE

é Ottisb Cburch. Wbile sbe gave up her separate parlis
lit 8ahie did not give up tbe parliamentary system. Hom

a .r1ltalI these tbings would be in tbe case of Canada
'tàadplusion to fancy that the great Republic could

us save as a number of separate states, or to fanc3

ta twould sccept our monarchical, judicial, or parlia

r&uetarY system, our name, our flag or our citizensbip

injyat Y in tbe United States that advocated a cbang(
ilth Constitution, in order to gain Canada, would i
beten by tbe opposite party. Not ouly do the politiciani

~Uwtbat rigbt well, but also men wbo, like tbe autbor
'deretand something of tbe feelings of the Americai
PenPle. "Tbere is," bie says, "lthe comparative indiffer

e5ke Of the Soutbern States of tbe Union to an acqi
ipfil tbe North. There is, moreover, a wanto

t5aton fo power to negotiate a union.....If nego
sOQ'8 o union were set on f oot, the party Out of powe

'oUd Of course do its best to make tbemi miscarry, sudi

t'OtiC press would not fail to lend its aid. Every so0

SS8cePtibility and jealousy on sucb occasions is wi<

si (P." 280). Tbe democracy of tbe United State
rest fthoroughly convinced of its own supaîiority to th

e tbO te world sud too sure tbat Canada must, in du
fail into its moutb like a ripe pium to listen to an
0jt OfUion such as that to wbich Scotland and Erl
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land agraed. Every ltter or iaading article on this sida
of the lina in favour of union deapens these natural con-1
victions or delusions of the democracy of the Statas, sud itj
may therefore ha said that the Canadian advocates of Con-i
tinental Union are its most scientifie opponeuts. Three
tbings we would ha cslied upon to sacrifice at the ont-
set. lu tbe first place, our citizenship. Ceasing to ha

British, we would become citizens of an alien, possibly a1
hostile, nation. The adjectives are not ours. The first is
borîowed from an article by a Bystaudai, in the Canadian
M1ont hly, Juive 1872, iu wbich the following sentence
oceurs: The ideutity of language veils the fact tbat the
people of the United States bave become, under thei
influence of different institutions, sud from tbe infusion of

foreigu elements, at least as alien to the Britishi as any other1
foreign nation." The second is fromn the highast political
authority in Ontario. Is it wouderful that the very sug-i
gestion of a sacrifice unparalleled in bistory should crimson
the faces of people wbo do not pîetand to ba fishy-blooded i
Tbis impiies no dîsparagemant, on oui part, of the Ameni-
eau people. On the eontrary, we heartiiy subscribe to

wbat is said with regard to community of itizanship, in
the section on Imperial Fedeation. "lThere is no appar-
ent reason wby, among ail the states of oui race, thera
should not ha communîty of citizeuship, so that a citizen
of snv oua of the nations might take us) the rights of a

citizen in sny oua of tbe others at once upon bis change of
domicile, and witbout the pîocess of naturalization. This
would be political unity of no inconsidarable kind without
diplomatie liabilities, or the strain, wbicli surely no oua
eau think r fee from peril, of political centralization, (p.
266). The objections to sucb a proposal would not coma
fromn Britain, Canada or Australia. Even as it is, there
is nothing offensive in the British oatb of allegiauce. The
tbrowing awsy by us of our British citizenship wouid how-
aver ba a strange introduction to this proposad bringing in
of a wider franchise. In the second place, we would
bave to sacrifice oui country. To ha a Canadian now is
to ha something more than a Nova Scotisu or an Ontarian.

t is simpiy not true that "lno inhabitant of Nova Scotia
or New Brunswick calîs himself s Canadian," (p. 213).
To-day there came to hand, as if on purpose to supply an
emphatic snswer to the allegation, the Dalhousie Collage
( a-cite for April, the journal pnblished by the studeuts

*of the principal university in Nova Scotia. Haie is a
samiple of the auti-Canadian sentiment wbicb is sttributed

*to the Maritime Provinces. Lu an article which migbt
bch headed, like a well-known essay of Mi. Lowell's, "lOn
s Certain Condescension in Foraigners," and specially
directed sgsinst tbe insolence of some Americani editors,
the writer remarirs: "The American editor thinka no

tdouht that Canadisu vins inn îce-watar iustead of blood
q...Ha is mistaken . . . Af tai ail, the poor aditor is

sto be pitiad . . . The Irish vote, the 1 boss,' sud the

labour organization do not permit him to say positivaly
that bis soul is bis own. We Canadians do not know

e this, unless we have lived across the lines . . . For
aCanadians, for students, who are by nature lovais of

e ideais, wbat noblar draam eau tbere be tbau a country of
soui own 1f One Canada, fromn the mountains to the sas,
-from the prairies to the great lakes-Q'îabec, oui Wales
g-a people sprung fîom the sifted yeomanry of Euiziand,

n Scotiand sud Jreland, a country whare pure laws are
is sternly administared, wbere aducation is eveuly diffused
- througbout ail ranks sud classes, wbere religion beats in
)f the national life-lood-is not this possibility grand euougb
h to live sud dia for 'l Wa areansuEngiisb people...

1 We cannot degenerate. Tbis staru climate breads ouly a

ýy hardy race ; its rigours forever preclude tbe possiility of

,o less Bturdy generations. t is only witb great tboughts
that we eau build a great nation."

*,So the article runs, sud after readiug it 1 asir mysaîf,
ýe what am I to tbink of Dr. Goldwin Smitb's confident
ýh daclaration that Il no inhabitaut of Nova Scotia calîs
. himsalf s Canadian ? " Yaa, I"we Canadians," to use
n the phrase of young Nova Scotia, set out in 1867 to
ýn make a country, sud to maire it on Britisbhues because
. we werealal British to begin with. Lu oui inspiring
. work of nation-building, mistakes no doubt bave heen
At committed. Where is the man, outside of the editor-
ia ial sanetum, wbo bas neyer lundered?' Where the

nation that bas ne ver beau lad astîay?' But wa bave
w alwaya faIt that the country would survive ini spite of the
il mistakes into wbich politicians migbt drif t. Lu 1867,
Id anti-eonfaderates pointed out that the proposed Dominion

yconsisted of four divisions that cudntlauie
a- together by railways sud each of wbich was intanded by
p. nature to ha a mare appendage to a correspoudiug State
e or section to the South. ibere was a measure of trutti
be in this. But the people would not listen. Instinctively
ns tbey underatood that evary nation must ha ready to psy a
r, price, must ha willing to transcend difficultias in order to

in realize itself, to maintain its independenca, to secure for
,r- itself a distinctive future. They ssid, let us rise tmp and

i- bud. So,' tbey added to their unaquallad system o:
of internai navigation from the Straits of Belleisle up into tbe
O- centra of the continent, au unparallaled railway system
air aloug lhuas wbara engineers sud scientifi e mn bat
5 deelared tbat raiiways eould not ha built. And uow,

it whau the difficuitias have beau overcoma, wbau every
de part of oui confaderacy is iinked together by banda of the
as hast steel, wbeu magnificent dry docks bava beau built at
ie Halifax aud Vancouv'er, wheu oui coasts sud riversanau

ne lakea hava beau ighted with bundreds of lighthouses:
ny uow, wheu-sftei' incradible toil sud expense sud faith on
rxg- the part of, coniparatively 3peaking, a handful of people

scattered over haîf a continent-we have succaeded in
building our nation's bouse, it is cooliy proposed that -e
shouid break it into fragments as if it were a card castle
and as if tbe putting of it togatber had been nierely a bit

of cbild's play on tbe part of grown babies ! llow can any-
one fancy tbat sucb a thing is possible!1 In the third place,
we would bave to sacrifice our Constitution. It is true
tbat Canada is described as IlA Federal Republic sfter tîhe
American model, tbougb witb certain modifications derived
paîtly f rom the British source," (p. 157). The description
would mislesd if we did not study tbe followîng thirty
pages, where tbe fact that oui Constitution is essentially
different f roui the American is indicated, point af ter point.
[t is iPsrliamentary, after tbe British mode1 whicb bas
been imitated by eveîy otber fiee country, wbeieas IlThe
f ramers of tbe American Constitution were full of Montes-
quieis false notion about the necessity of eutiiely separ-
ating the executive from the legyislative." A sovereigil
authority aboya tbe Provinces gave tbem certain powers,
wberaas tbe fiamers of the American C'Jonstitution were

forced to content tbem.selves with such powers for the
Central Goverument as a number of Sovereign States
wera willing to concede. It would take too long to go over
tbe points of diflarence, one by one, sud to show the super-
iority of oui systeni in eveîy particulai, save in tbe inatter
of subsidies to tbe Provinces. Neither is it necesHary, for
tbe paint at present insisted on is that eveîy nation mnust
maire or rather woîk out its own Constitution in the
course of its bistory. Its Constitution is not a coat to ha
thrown aside for a neighboui's, but the very body wbicb
the muner life bas gatbeîed round it from tbe past and the
present. This outwaîd form can be slowly changed by
development to meet the chauging enviroumnent and tha
growth of ideas, but it caunot be excbanged for anotber
by revolution witbout grie vous- -perbaps irraparable-
burt to tbe nation's life.

This baie enumeration of what Canada would bave to
surrander in ordar to unite with the Itapublie is suliicient
to maire us woudei that anyoue could fancy sucb a thiîîg
to be within the bounds of possibility. Wbat counter-
balancing gains are mentioned ?F Iirst, commercial devel-
opment. Tbis is tbe one stiong point that is made. 'l'lat
Ithe near market must, as a raie, be the best," seenis to

most men plain as daylîght. But that a nation should
seli itself for this is inconceivable. The author points out
"lthat Canadian society in general is sound, and that
power in regard to tbe oîdinaîy concerna of liE e is in the
bauds, not of politiciaus, but of tbe chiafs of commerce
and industry, of judges and lawyeîs, of the elergy, aud of
the leaders of public opinion." Sucb a eommuuity is not
likely to be destitute of self-respect. Those chiefs, too,
are not lire the politicians, who are declared to be afraiti
to, speak. Nine-tantbs of them would be in favour of the
freest intarehange with their neigbbours on honourable
terms; but, is tbeîe a chiaf of any of the classes named
wbo lbas expressed himself as willing to go faîther?
" Secuiity for peace sud iînmunity from war taxation " is

also eountad a gain, but for various reaqous that need not,
be pîessed. t can baîdly ba ssid to be trac, while the
UJnited States pension fund keeps growiug at its preseut
luxuriant rate. Another gain that appeals to Christian
sentiment is mantioned. "lThose who scan the future
witbout piejudica must soe that the political fortunes of
the Continent are ambarked in the great -Republie, sud
that Canada wilI best promnote ber own ultimate inteîosts
by contributiug witbout unnecessary delay ail that slw bas
in the wsy of political charactar and force towards the
saviug of tbe main chance aud the fulfihînent of the corn
mon hope. The native American element, in wbich the
tradition of self-government resides, is hard pressed by the
foreign alamant untraiued to self-government, sud stands
in need of the reinforcement wbicb the entrance of Canada
into the Union would bring it." There is sometbing in
this, sud 1 wisb to admit it frankly and to aekuowiedge
the force witb which it is put. It gives no pleasure to
auy sane man ta bear of a tbreateued war of races in the
South, or of anarchism in Chicago, or of any other evil
force tbreateuing American civilization. But, it is clear
that no moral contribution whicb we could bring to the
Republie would ever amount to anytbing if we eommenced
by being false to ourselves or to that Empire, wbich is the

9great power represanting liberty, pesce, rightaousness and
commercial freedom to ail lands ; stili les; if it couid 1)6
said that we were prompted to union by the hope of secu r
iug the Ilcash value" of tbe Republie's mnarkets or by a

1political cowardiceansd indolence that sougbt to escape the
y trouble of settliniz our own internai difficulies. It is
ehardly needed to ask wbat the United States would gain

1by union, for tbey profess to nefid notbing that wa could

1supply. It seems, owever, that we could serve the

a Mother Country by parforing theaIlbappy-daspatch."
D"lAdmittad into the councils of their own CJontinent, sud
rexercising their fair share of influence there, Canadians

1wouid randar the Motber Country the best of ail services,
,f sud the only service in tbeir power, by nautraiizing the
evotes of ber anemies. Unprovoked bostility on the part
nof the American Repuhlic to Great Britain would then

abecoma impossible. 'It is now unlikely, but not impossible,
1,sinca there is no wickednass whiclî may not possibly be
y committed by demagogism pandering to Irish hatred,"
e(P. 269). Lu other words, "ldeuiagogismn pandering to
6tLrish hatrad " wouid ba appeased by being fed. As well

d try to appease a tiger by giviug it blood. Canadians wouid
:divide batwean the two great parties, sud tbere would still

n be deînagogisum sud tbe solid vota. It would exult that it

[e haql drivenithe Britisb flag from thim( 'oîtiuaîit. 'lhat.woull

m


