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the first, Chamberlain ides, second the
zolîverein system, and third, the Hamiltonian
ides. Chamberlain belicved that we should
Ihave an imperial council and be governed, as
it were, from a central authority. Under the
zolîverein systemn the nations within the
lBritish Empire would have free trade among
themselves, but could exact triibute from
surrounding nations. Alexander Hamilton be-
qjeved that nations which were most con-
veniently geographically situated ini regard to
trade and commerce should band themselves
together, each division in that ares being
allowed to develop its own nationality, Ian-
guage, manners and customs, religion and cdu-
cation; and even if they varied in race, stili
they could have a coterminous boundary and
develop a national pride. The underlying ides
of the Hamiltonian theory was that while
they cou'ld not have homogeneity, better still
they could have diversîty wîth hsrmony and
select the best fromn esch. Those three ideas
were up for discussion at that conference, and
as a consequence a strenuous fight arose. It
was at that conference that Joseph Chamber-
lain realized that the dcvelo.pment of the
British Empire wss not the developrnent of the
British nation. Joseph Chamberlain saw that
the British nstion was being isolated from
the British dominions, and that while the
dominions remained truc to the British crown,
yet they were not under the contrai of the
British government. It was a case where the
Hamiltonian ides of perfect liberty and free-
dom to the dominions prevaîled. These were
colonial conferences.

The first real imperial conference took place
in 1911, snd there we have a somewhat different
aspect. In the first colonial conference you
have a dispute arising between a Conservative
prime minister on each side. In the next you
have a Conservative prime minister in the oId
land and Laurier and the other prime minis-
ters from the colonies. At the imperial con-
ference of 1911 Mr. Asquith accorded us per-
fect frecdom so far as trade and commerce is
concerned, with local autonomy unfettered
and complete, loyalty to the crown, and
spoflianeo>us and unforced. cooperation for
common interestsasnd purposes. As Kipling
wrote at thc time in Our Lady of the Snows,
indicsting the freedom of Canada and the
other dominions:

"Daughter am 1 in my mother's house,
But mistress in my own.
The gates are mine to open,
As the gates are mine to close1
And I set my house in order,'
Said our Lady of the Snows.

Why should this government surrender con-
trol of our own doors, and why should we
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seek control of our neighbour's doors? I be-
lieve in Mr. Asquith's principle that in greater
freedom cornes stronger unity. Always true
to the British crown, Alexander <lat, Mac-
kenzie Bowell, Sir Wilfrid Laurier and the
Right Hon. Mr. Mackenzie King have always
fought for Canadian autonomy and for our
freedom from entanglements with Great
Britain. The present government is the cus-
todian of that liberty which it bas taken long
years to secure, and which we have main-
tained agsinst ail the schemes of Joseph
Chamberlain, who wss always trying to tic up
Canada under the control. of the British gov-
ernmcnt, instead of trusting to its loyalty to
the British crown. He almost wept when he
learned that the dominions were individus!
nations instead of simply an expansion of the
British nation. Now we have our Prime Min-
ister in association with Mr. Neville Chamber-
lain entangling this country by a treaty which
will not leave us with perfect control of our
own trade and commerce. That is very true
to the Chamberlain ides, but it is not true to
Alexander Gaît, Mackenzie Bowell, Sir John
A. Macdonald, Sir Wilfrid Laurier and the
Right Hon. Mr. Mackenzie King. We are
behind the British crown one hundred per
cent, but we do not want any Englishmen
dictating to our Canadian government; nor
do we want to dîctate to Great Britain. We
want perfect frecdom for every dominion and
for every parliament. We do not want the
policy of this high tariff government, Mr.
Speaker, to be enforced upon the next govern-
ment. We are a demnocratic empire snd we
want the will cvf the government to prevail
when in power and to cease when out of
power.

But that does not satisfy the Prime Min-
ister. He wishes to enaet high tariffs for a
period of years s0 that any new government
cannot lower the tariff without the consent
of other nations of the empire. The strong
purpose of the Prime Minister seems to, be to
bang the tariffs up so high that any new
Liberal government cannot reach them. At
the same time he removes ail the ladders,
and has set a time safety-lock of five years
and sent the key over to England s0 that we
cannot deal with the tariff during the life of
the next Libersi government. We are being
entangled with other countries so that we
cannot alter our tariffs except by mutual con-
sent. That is the policy that was always
sought by Joseph Chamberlain. He wanted
Canada and the other dominions to be en-
tangled with thie imperial council. He be-
lieved in the centralization of power, but the
dominion prime ministers took great care tW


