
THE UNIVERSITY MAGAZINE

tuaily be necesary. Fermiais one, Merocco another, Nicaragua,
and some of the miner central Azuerican states, are others. But
they are few in number and the paraanount interesta of certain
great pewers in each, if anarchy compels interference, are
already generally recognized. Readjustmeut of the poli-
tical boundaries on the world's surface in future will be the
outeome of war, as in the case of Alsace-Lorraine, or of volun-
tary agreement, as ini the case of the American states in 1775,
or more reoently of the confederation of Canada, Australia,
and South Africa.

But if aggression lias not been the pelicy of the British
goverument in the past, fare le i it its policy to-day. The
imputation to it of a desire for expansion as the outcome
of a war of conquest is patently absurd. Other powers
may cherish the idea, because they are cramped for the
room in which to expand, but the Empire has far tee mucli
to, do te hold and people its own territeriesl te think about
further expansion. Moreover, sucli a pelicy le contraxy
te, the whele spirit of Britishi institutions and of the Britishi
people. The underlying idea of Britishi foreigu policy la,
and always lias been, to preserve the complete freedom of
the Empire.

Tnia freedom is of two kinds. There is first of ail the


