
— —

i

o

6

presented, to impose national institutions upon them. If British
North Americans, Australians, and South Africans were reaUy tomanage their own national affairs, they had first of all to fashion
for themselves organs adequate for the purpose. The step from
provincial to national self^jovemment was one which could only
be taken by themselves." (pp. 66-67).

To the statesmen of Canada, as pioneers in that movement.
Mr. Curtis renders a weU-deserved and sincere testimony.

The right and practice of self-government once acknowledged
to the colonies, "power to alter their own constitutions was claimed
by colonial par laments, and generaUy conceded by the Colonial

"Laws Validity Act, 1865." (p. 47)

»

Th0 Dominioiu are "Smparaf Sevreigntiea"

In fact as well as in right, the self-governing colonies, or Domi-
nions, are separate sovereignties, for the same reason and to the
same extent as Scotland was a sovereignty separate from that of
England before the Act of Union (p. 234). ."Canadians, Austra-
lians, and South Africans caeh think of themselves as nations dis-
tinct from the people of the British Isles, just as the British think of
themselves as a nation distinct from the citizens of the United
otates . (p. 68).

Far from condemning that "healthy instinct", Mr. Curtis
takes It to be one of the most precious features of new nations.How he proposes to utUise it in the reconstruction of the Empire
will be seen later.

Foreign affairs are the only field in which the autoA)my of
the Dominions remains restricted; and those restrictions exist
for the mere reason that the Dominions themselves have not
finally insisted" upon their right to exercise their authority in

those^ma«ere, as they did with regard to taxation or immigration.

The right of the Colonies to self-government once acknowledged- not conceded - their freedom "to decide all things for themselves,
even the nature of their cUizenship, was accepted as artictdus stantis

> That organic law waa enacted in the nune year that witn««AH th^ o»~o-


