
COR RESPOiVDENUE.

* IMPERIAL FEDERÂTION.

To thte Editor o/ THE WEEK:
Sin,-The editorial note in the last issue of THE WEEK

upon the Annual Meeting of the Imperial Federatioii
League, held in London on the l5th Novemiber Iast, while
kindly and appreciative, is somewhat discouraging to thosef who entertaîn the hope o! the ultimate success o! this
cause.

Af ter expressing your doubts as to the practicability of
the scheme, you say, Il But ]eaving sentiment for the
moment out of the question, the self-iuterest of the mother
country and that of the colonies seem to bear upon the
movemunt at right angles to eacb other, s0 to speak."

Icannot agree in this; I believe the opposite to bu the
case. But assuming it as to Great Britain, let us consider
the proposition as regards ourselvus. Among cvilized
men self-interest is not the alI-powerful factor in regulating
conduet whicb cynies would have us believe, and further,
true seif-interest may be opposed to apparent self-iriirest.
Thus, if a stranger offered gratuitously to support nie and
my family, self-inturest as construed bly cynics would urge
the acceptance of! the offer ; the arrangement would enable
me to live without labour and to enjoy ease and leisure not
at my command at present. Would any une commend me
for accupting such an offer I

Yat this is somewhat the position of the colonies and
Britain at this moment. The mother country supports
fleets and armies for the common defeuce of ail, and
towards the vast, expense o! tbum the colonies contribute
notbing. It is said to be the Ilinterest " of the colonies to
perputuate this state of affairs s0 long as the generosity of
the mother country is willing to maintain it. It appuars
te bu selfinterest to accept ail favours which can bu got
for nothing ; but 1 doubt if colonis who consider the
matter are accustomed to take any pr-ide in the fact.

But wherein la Imperial Federation opposed to the
self-interest of the colonies save in this one ouestion of
uxpensu? Critica tell us that "lthe colonies would not care
to bu mixed up in England's foreign wars" as if our
prusent danger from this source could in any way bu
enhancud by a federation of the Empire ; as tbough war at
the prusent day witb any power, European or othurwise,
posaussing a navy, would not directly menace cour seaports
en both ocuans, as well as ýhe third merchant shipping fluet
in the globe. At riresent the war would bu none of our
making ; under Federation we should have at least a voicu
as to whether it should bu untered upon or not.

1 can understand why theu Briton of the homu-island,
prond o! his succesiu govuruing it, is unwilling to con-
cedu to the colonist rupresentation at Westminster, or any
voice in Impurial councila. I can understand bis indiffur-
ence-his nugleet (o! which you complain in the matter o!
the Behring Sua Seizures) of the interest of men tue poor-
spiritud to demand as thuir birthright a share witb bim in
thu government of thu Empire, o! which their country
forma so important a part.

As regards Canada the colonial relation cannot last.
Five million people may bu content to have their foreigu
aflairs managud by men in whosu election they have no
voice ; thrice that number, possessed of accumulatud
wualth and the vast interests of a rich and rapidly growing
country, will not. Tbuy will not, evun though that manage-
muent should always bu as wise, conscienticus, and juat as
has buen that of the Imperial Parliament during the past
haîf century. ihey will net he, as we are, content to be
"protected"Ilif only some one else pays the bill.

Othuer forces o! attraction cornu into play. XVe lie
within the long and deep shadow of a great and p.rosprous
republic, which tempts our people witb the offer of an
absolute self-government wu do not now posss, and with
a distinctive namne among thu nations of the uarth wbich
we cannot under existing circumatances lay dlaim to.
Federationi@ts strive to counter-balance this offer with an
offer of an uqual partuership in a yet wealthier aud grander
confederation o! men of our race. Shculd their efforts
prove abortive throughi the apathy of statusmen lu Euglaud,
or our Owu timorousuess, can onu fail to sue the ultimatu
result? W. S. G.

TUE5 UNITED STATES CRUSÂDE.

Teo t/te Editor of THE WîtsK:

SIR.-In your issue of the 29th uIt. another Rupubli-
dan crusadur, Mr. W. E. Raney, of Saco, Mainie, emulating-
our modern I"Peter the Ilermit," the gruat and ouly
Erastus, seeka te sut the Canadian heathur ou tire witb
what hue modeBtly cails Ila fuw dry facto."

The reference to the ducaying industries o! the New
Englaud Statea iu my ltter to THE WEEK, quoted by Mr.
Raney, was a rufurunce to an alarrning and disastrous state
o! facts which la regretfully admitted by the United States
press, and wbich is a cause o! great auxiuty to the statea-
men of New England. Mr. Rauey's iugenious suggestions
as to what bu tbinks are the probable ca~uses of "the
decaying industries,, o! bis Statua of Ilthe ock-ibbed
hi)ls," can no more stay their inflowiug ide of manufac-
turing ducay and commercial disaster, than can bis boast-
fui array of "lfat dividunda"I of the famous Iltbirty-tbreu
cotton companies o! Faîl River, Mass.," dlude Canadians
into the belief that all's well across the border. Mr.
Ranuy muist emember that the Canadian people live too
near the great Republj*, to fail to distinguish between
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not things cornu to a serious pass lu the New England
Statua when a Commission bas Vo bu appointed by tbeir
Govumumeut Vo visit important centres, and Vo seek out
the causes of the manufacturing and commercial depres.
sion ? Perhaps if Mr. Raney were to draw the attention
of his Governmeut to the famoug " thirty-three cotton
companies" aud their "lfat dividends," not excluding the
"tbreu " in bis own nuîghbourbood, more especially that

of the Ilplethorie surplus," it would at once ecall its Com-
mission, whose occupation, liku Yorick's, Il would he gone."

As to shrinkage in value of New England farm lands
and Mr. IRaney's plausible explanation that the sons4 of
New England preferred . . . the big garden farina on the
prairie to the rock-ribbed huis of M'ýaine," etc., Mr. Raney
will bear with us as wu culI from one of his Ilbig gyarden
farms on the prairie " an actual not a rhetorical "edry /act,"
and 1 resent it to biini Vo maku such "application thiereof"I
as uîay bu most pleasing. It is but one of many referred
to by our Dominion Statistician, Mr. George 'Johnston, lu
bis very able letters on the subject. Professor lIItnry, lec-
turing iu Richmond, Wisconsin, said :IlOize of thte richest
p)rairies in it, Unîted States is that of the St. Croix Vaslley
in WVisconsin." 0f that valley bu said "lTo day the ricb-
est part o! it is almost without fences; thueinajority o! the
farm buildings, e4pecially the barnîs, are pour, and the
people complain bitterly o! bard times."

Another "dry !act " from over the way. The New
York Timnes says: IlThe farmiers o! the United Statea are
stagguing undur a burden o! momtgage indebt<ý-e>s
approximatiiig ninu tbousand millions of dollatrs."

Will Mm. I{sney permit the suggestion that the I"fat
dividunda "of bis New Eugland factories bu at once applied
as strengthpning plastur to the overburdenied backs of the
United Statua farmners.

As to our comparative progrusa in population with the
United Statua Mr. Johnston says: "lThe Dominion had a
balf a million o! people in 1810. The United Statea in
that same yuar had suvun and a quarter million. Canada
has increased tett tinzes; the United Statea but nine tirnes.
llad theU Inited Statua incruased their population as
rapidly as the Dominion o! Canada, they would now have
suventy-two and a bal! million instead of say sixty-five
million."

Mr. Raney asserts that theui sons wbo have loft tîhe
farms o! New England have not le! t the country ;"and

again, Ilthe places o! those who leavu are eagc(rly taken by
Canadians." 1 wotild ask Mr. Ratiuy, Are there not hun-
dreds, nsy thousands, o! natives o! the Unit, d Statua '3per-
manently and prosperously settlud it Canada 1 and as to
the second assertion, Doua Màr. Rauey think that there la
a Canadian so bereft o! bis sunses as Vo leave Canada and
attempt to reanimnate "ea decaying industry," Vo occupy "ea
dusurtucl factory," to rebuild "la uiuud foundry," to pur-
chase "a ahrunkeu farm," or to diepute the "lbs in popu-
lation" o! the New Englaud Statua, or even Vo seek Vo
revive ship-building on the dresmy coast o! Maine?

Torontto, Dec. lOt/t, 1889. T. E. MOBE5LY.

SEPA RATE SOHOOL8.

To t/te Editor ol TuE WEEK :

Suat,- Althoiigh I no longer reside in the Province o!
Manitoba, 1 shaîl reValu a strong interest lu everytbing
whicb affects the Province where I bave speut 8o mauy
years o! my life; and in following in your journal the dis-
cussion on the Sepamate Scbool question I have read the
luttera o! Mr. F. Beverley Robertson, John W. Dafoe, sud
Mr. A. E. MePhillips, together witb your uditorial notice
in your edition o! the 22nd uIt., rsplyiug Vtbte letters o!
Messrs. F. Beverley Robertson sud A. E. MePhillips. You
commend tbe arguments o! Mr. F. Bevcýrlev, Robertson, aud
say that Mr. A. E. McPhîllips' rcasening fails ut the
crucial point. I have not now befome mu either o! tbe
luttera, but I may take it that the part muerred te by you
is the crucial part. You say that the conclusiveness of
the masoning tumus upon the question wbetbem Catholie
Schools existud in elpracticu " lu Manitoba before the
union. This I do noV dispute, but you go on to aay that
that question la not ineruly a question o! whether suclu
schools were lu opeation, but whether these schools were
in any way recoguized as part o! a Public Scbool systein
snd aided by public funds. This 1 most positively deny.
The discussion on this uatter la a question of construction,
aud resta upon he mo-aniug o! clause 22 o! the Manitoba
Act. As 1 have noV the Statute before me, 1 tako tbe
section !rom Mr. Da!oe's letter. Lt readii as follows-

leNotbing in auy sucb law sîtaîl prejudicially affect any
riglit or privilege with respect Vo ;dentomiinational schools
wbicb any casas o! persons have by law or practice lu the
Province at the union."

1 think Mr. Dafoe bas quoted corroccly. To maku
this section support your argumnt the word or must bu
read and. Read as it stands, and without 4uclu a change
o! meaning-, it is cluar that the Act was meant to cover a
Ilright or privilege " by Ilpractice," without any express
authomization o! law as distinguisbed !romn a systemi author-
ized sud carriled on by express legilative euactmeut Ilby
law."

.To argue that lu ordur to partake o! the benufit o! this
section the scbools must not ouly have been lu operation
sud recognized as part o! the achool system, and aided by
public funds, is as I aaid bufore to agi-eu that lu the section
the word or unuans antd. This is a question o! lugal con-
struction wbich I arn williug to argue witb Mr-. Robertson,
ahould he bu willing to support the opposite contention

a!tem I bave poiutud out to hlm the length Vo wbicb bis
argument bau led hiun.

At pi-usent I will content mysel! witb giving my opinion
that no sucb construction can bu placed on the word. The
mssuling la plain, snd on its face there la uno eason which
a court could reasonably give for cbangîng the plain mean-
ing o! the word. I efer you as Vo this to pagea 24 sud
284 of Maxwell on Statutus.

Takin.g thc section, then, Vo mua as iV reads, the word
"(or " bcing disIjunctive, and elimiuatiug for the present
the word l "law," ths section will ead, Il Notbing in any
sucb law shall prejudicially affect any right or privilege
witb respect Vo denominational schools which any clasa o!
persons bave ... by practicu in the province at the
union."

That the Catholica o! Manitoba bad a rigbt or privilege
"by practicu " with respect Vte enomniatîonal scbools eau-

not be sud is not denied, snd Vhe question now la, will the
proposed legilation Ilprejudicially affect" that Ilright or

priIiee."It dees not need any great clearness o! per-
ception Vo se that a law which will counpel he supporters
of denominational 8011oo1.4Vo support also public schools
frein wbich they will derive no heneit will prejudicially
afflect Vhe Ilrigbt or privilegu " wbich the Catholica o!
Xlanitoba bave with respect Vo their denouinational
schools.

I1 Vink 1 have sbown that 1V la not at ail nuvessary for
Mr-. A. E. McPhillips Vo show you that the Catholic
Separate Schools existed lu the foi-m sud sense yon con-
tend for, sud the difficulty la noV one for hlm sund Vhs
supporters o! Catbolic Separate Schools but for Mm. F.
Beverley Robertson sud those wbo propose Vo destroy tbem.

lut conclusion I will ouly sav that if the advocates of
Public Sebools will ouly take imne to consider the unjuat
position lu which tbey will place their Catholic fellow-
citizens by the snactmteut o! sucb s law as la proposed,
sud wil mmind thumaulves that this la an era o! eligieus
sud civil liberty, no auch law will ever appear ou Vhs
statute book.

It matters noV that our mussons are such that Vhey eau-
noV uuderstaud them, huy are religious musons ; sud the
law bas no more right Vo conupel a man Vo psy taxes Vo or
seud hia child Vo a scbool Vo wlîich bu objetVs for religlous
ueasous titan iV bas to compul bim Voe psy money to ou-
attend s cburcb Vo wbich be objecta for sîmilsi- mussons,
sud Vo enset s law coinpelling hlm Vo psy taxes Vo one
aclînol from whicb bu cau conscientiously accupt no benefit,
whilelbu bas at te sanie time Vo aeud bis blîdrea Vo sud
support another achool wbich receivus no support f roin hs
taxes ho pays, is Vo enact souetbiug whicb la tyranuical lu

he exti-eme. L. G. MUPHILLIPS.
Vancouver, December 3rd, 1889.

TR UE TA LE.

p EOPILE who are familiar with London at aIl, particu-
larly that part o! it kuown as Buckingbam Palace

Road (ponoutuced "mre-oad," o! course, by Vhs ahoriginal
population), inay remember a certain poor, sbabby, over-
crowded sud noV uver-clean latte called Stanley Crescent.
It leada fi-out he Royal Mews back into Buckingham
Palace Road, snd is eauted by soute o! hem Majesty'a
aîost ahi! VIss ansd unpmomising subjecta. Drink sud
crowdiug sud centuries o! povemty are Vo blame for Vhs
squalor o! hs boeuses, for Vhs irespousibility o! the in-
habitants. Such as these can neyer bu reclaimed wbile
Vbey emain wbure they are ; the only hope la in breakiug
up ths neigbbourhood, killing the old off-hîuîîîauly
euougb, oo, for ths workbouau sud the homte do kilI auch
people off ini s marvelloualy short time, the change o! roai-
deucu affecting their spirita-and aendiug tbe young away.
Of ths latter, somte go down into he awuet hedged Isues
o! hs provinces, others get spprenticed, beconie smart
joinesa, millinema, factory bauds, cab drivers, slwaya pasa-
iug witb a certain wilV o! horror Vhs entrance to Stanley
Ctescent, sud some-moat fortunate of alI-get shipped off
Vo the Coloniesansd sther go weakly Vo ths wall theme as
Vbey would bave doue ar.ywbere, or else become iu!ected
by the strengtb aud pumity o! hs life around them sud au
sud by înaking good itizuns.

Of the childruu lu Stanley Crescent, Lyddy was at onu
tute the very worst. Lyddy whuat, you migbt ask hem
agai n sd agalu ; abs could neyer tell you. Beaten,
bruisud, preuuaturely old sud alînost ugly with the mark
o! a sinful ovur-production n lier f:tcu, poor Lyddy grew
Vo b' hirten--ot perbapa bad, but certainly low, with
but une bri'ght ide Vo hum life, sud that aimply Vhse xist-
ence, round a couple o! cornera, o! a group o!. peacocks.
Auy day, if youi choose, you may dawdle about hs imon
railugs that surmouud Buckingham Palace, sud poeri at
ths peacocks that strut gaily inaide. Touriats do au, JLon-
douera do so, ail sorts sud conditions o! mua, wouuen,
nursemaids, messengurs, soldiema, trampsansd childi-en do
se, sud tbuy are certainly wortb Vhs waste of titue. And
what wondem!ul thiaga hey wsmu to Lyddy 1 She might
have gons !ather into the Parka 1ifase bad liku-d, or
along hs brosd walk up wbich evemy moring at tua came
Vhs handaunie soldiers Vo sichange guard, but uven if asit
had f reslber fieldsansd newer pastures un ber eyeshab rarely
yielded, but brougbt up daily, or almoat daily, wbunevem
the glîint o! the gorgeous tala caught hum earaptumed
vision at Vhs familiar iron railluga.

Now, let it noV bu hought that Lyddy wasan au bryo
artiat, or Fout, or snything o! that sort. She wss simply
au embryo womau, sud Vhs sigbt o! those apeding tala,
bronze sud crimaun, green sud gold, opa1 sud russet, fired


