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PRINCIPAL GRANT quite mistakes the gist of the

paragraph on Imperial Federation in our last issue,
if he deems it an attempt to settle this great question by
authority. 1t struck us that Lord Derby had happily
phrased the chief characteristic and a chief difficulty of
the Imperial Federation what shall we call it if not
“(lreum ?”" We can hardly say “scheme ” or « proposal,”
seeing that nothing approaching the definiteness of &
sch.eme or a proposition has yet been put forward by the
believers in the possibility of a “a complete union of the
l.‘impire.” If we had confidence—as we have not—in the
method of determining such a question by a balancing of
great names, we might perhaps find it not difficult to offset
those Dr. Grant has given us with others also Canadians
of no less weight. We might also query whether, seeing
that Joseph Howe was poet a8 well as statesman, it may
not have been in the former rather than the latter capa-
city that the vision which he impressed upon the minds
of his admiring disciples passed before him? If so the
fact might justify the term used by Lord Derby. We
might even question whether the maturer judgment of Mr.
Blake should not outweigh his earlier opinions, or whether
much value can be attached to the approving views of
other leading Canadian statesmen, so long as those views
are sedulously kept in the background at home and re-
served stricily for use on festive occasions in the Mother
Uountry. We quite agree, however, with our respected
correspondent in his evident preference of argument to
authority. Putting authority aside we are not only will-
ing but anxious to give the best consideration in our power
to the argument. Nor are we by any means unwilling to
be convinced that the dream is in this case but the pro-
phetic foreshadowing of the coming event. We have to
confess, however, that we find argiment exceedingly difti-

" calt, in the abaence of any tangible project, even in faintest,

outline, which can be wmade the object of criticism.
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¢« TMPERIAL Federation implies common action and the

submission of the minority to the majority.” These
words of Lord Derby sound very like a truism, but they,
nevertheless, suggest very real and very formidable difli-
culties. Does the addition of the words “in matters of
common interest,” which Dr. Grant suggests, remove those
difficulties, or open a way of escape from them? What
would be under the projected “union”—we cheerfully
substitute the word of Dr. Grant's preference—matters of
“common interest Surely all questions of Imperial
policy. [If, for instance, some Jingo Premier should pro-
pose to enter on another great struggle with Russia, on
some Turkish, Black Sea, or Indian question, would not
that be a *“matter of common interest ”? Or would not a
proposal like that now before Parliament to expend a
hunared millions of dollars or so in the doubtful attempt
to provide against an almost inconceivable contingency, by
making the Imperial navy more than a match for the
combined navies of the world,—would not that be a matter
of ‘“‘common interest”? Canadian taxpayers would no
doubt have to bear their share of the burden. But how
much real weight would the representatives of the QCana-
dian minority have in deciding such questions in the
Imperial Council? [t is hard enough, sometimes, for a
Canadian minority to submit to a Canadian majority in
matters which atfect both the public policy and the private
pocket. 1t would be a very different and a much, harder
thing for the whole Canadian people, as an insignificant
minority, to submit in such matters to an overwhelming
majority, composed of those whose interests, aims and
ideals would all differ widely from those which obtain in
this Western world. Dr. Grant’s reference to India sug-
The basis of analogy is wanting
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gests its own answer,
between the relation of commercial and political equality,
and that of commercial and political supremacy and sub-
jection. British absolutism ig, no doubt, in many respects,
a blessing to India, though even many of the natives are
now becoming tainted with the western heresy that ¢ taxa-
tion without representation is tyranny.” Such a relation
certainly secures unity, but Dr. Urant would scarcely
recommend it for Canadidns.

SEEING that we are disposed to criticize his specific

for the political instability from which Canada is
admittedly suftering, Dr. Grant asks us what is ours.
The question is certainly a fair one, or would be, had Dr.
Grant first given us some more detinite information about
his own than is contained in the one vague word “unijon.”
Has he or any other advocate of [mperial Federation done
so? It would be unreasonable, of course, to ask at this
gtage for an elaborate and complete scheme. Butg surely,
before answering the retorted question, we might fairly
require some information upon such points as the follow-
ing :—Seeing that Canadians are now British subjects, in
what way would the proposed union give them fuller
citizenship? What are the particulars—just two or three
of the leading ones—in which Canada would be the gainer
politically by the new arrangement? Assuming, as we
think we may confidently do, that the British people
would never consent to abandon their settled policy and
to have their food taxed for the benefit of outlying mem-
bers of the Empire, what material benefit could possibly
accrue to Canada to offset the loss of revenue that must
follow from the free admission of fmports not only from
England, but from every part of the world-wide Empire ¢
Pending, hpwever, the receipt of fuller information on such
points, we will not plead the journalist’s vight to play the
part of a purely destructive criticism. Nor will we take
the sceptical or pessimistic role and ask, What if there be
no remedy for Canada’s state of political instability ! We
will say frankly that so far as we are able to see the only
hope of our country’s escape from present disabilities and
of her rise to the dignity of full citizenship lies in the

direction of independent (anadian nationality. We do

not say that the time has come. The Dominion may not
yet be ripe for the change. But to say to the young Can-
adians of to day that they may not look forward to a future
when they shall be citizens of a Canadian nation is to cut
them off' from the one strong incentive and the one grand
ambition which can make them permanently loyal to the
land of their hirth or adoption. We know the staple

poor people, does it. not also seem just !

objections.  We do not Qadmit their force. The only
angwer [or which we can now find roow is, When the prin
ciple of national life is concerned, why have not men, Can-
adian wmen, faith ! -
REACTLON ix evidently setting in against the hereic
measures which have heen so popular with temper-
ance reformers for a few years past. The principle of Pro
hibition has, within a few weeks, sutfered severe defeats
from two opposite directions. In Canada, the repeal of
the Scott Act in so many municipalities and by so decigive
majorities, was plausibly explained as a failure, not of Pro-
hibition, but only of local prohibition on a amall seale,
What was declared to be needed for success was Provin-
cial or Dominion Prohibition, in order that the eforts of
the people in one locality might not be constantly thwarted
and neutralized by the inflow of liquors from the sarround.
ing districts. In Massachusetts, on the other hand, the
people have just pronounced emphatically against State
Prohibition on the solid basis of a constitutional amend-
ment. In round numbers the vote was 38,000 for, to
182,000 against the amendment, in a total of 222,000,
This result is all the more significant from the fact that
the people of Massachusetts stand in the front rank of
Aumerican citizens for both intelligence and morality. As
was to be expected, the larger cities, with Boston leading
the van, went overwhelmingly against the amendment.
But even the country towns and rural districts did not
throw their votes in favour of constitutional Prohibition
with any such enthusiasm as was expected. The New
York Nation thinks it probable that a majority of the
towns having a population of less than 2,500, especially in
the farming districts, favoured the amendment. Bul
according to the count of the Boston Beacow, of 160 towns
which cast 200 or fewer votes, only 74 gave a majority for
the amendment, indicating that in the villages and coun-
try places opinion was about equally divided. It would be
unfortunate, indeed, if the result should operate as a vie—
tory for the saloon, but that by no means follows. Many
of those who were most earnest in opposing the amendment
will co-operate heartily in any measure for curtailing the
baleful influence of the saloon. It is evident that both in
(anada and in Massachusetts a long process of education
hy moral influences is still necessary before stringent Pro-
hibition is either attainable or would be capable of enforce.
ment if secured. Of course those who believe that Pro-
hibition is the only right and effective means of checking
the evils of intemperance will keep up the agitation, as
they have a perfect right to do. But it is to be hoped
that they may now see the wisdom of combining with
other temperance workers to secure practicable reforms,
seeing that the radical one for which they are working is
at present quite out of reach.

M_R. DAVIN has championed the case of the disatfected
L Half-breeds of the North-west, and there is undeniable
force in his statement of the case. The Government is,
he says in effect, claiming that hecause the Half-breeds of
Manitoba years ago accepted certain terms from the
Government in lien of their claims as original settlers,
therefore the Half-breeds of the Territory who had noth-
ing whatever to do with those of Manitoba, and were in
no sense a party to the compact, are hound by the same
arrangement and wmnst accept the same terms, Apart
altogether from the fairness or otherwise of thal agree-
ment and those terms, this mode of treatment would hardly
be submitted to by any people of spirit. ¢ {f," says Mr.
Davin, with logical directness, “ you wanl the extinguish
ment of the Lndian title, ag it is known to rest in these
North-west Half-breeds, you must go and bargain with them
and with their children.” This is sound and sensible
advice. The failure of the (fovernment to act upon this
simple, reasonable principle in dealing with these first
settlers has already cost the country dear. Mr. Davin’s
suggestion that a clause liberally recognizing the claims of
the Half-breeds of the North-west and providing for
granting land scrip to them and their children, should be
added to the act, and the Judge of the Supreme Clourt iu
the North-west empowered to administer it, seems simple
and practicable. Putting ourselves in the place of these
And is it not in




