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versor&who saayte supposed te be cGnnecied wi h fthe paper.

W Eare glad ta see that the Manitoba Free Press now
clearly affirms the right of the people of Manitoba ta

"demand and insit " upon the abolition of the dual

system of schoals, if they are caîvinced that that systemi is
not in the public interest. It is prepared ta go as far in
upbalding the rigbt of local self-government in purely
local concerns as THE WEEK. So far, good. The
question of she character and motives of the Greenway
Government is one into which we do nat propose to enter.
Wo bave no brief for the defence of that Governmeît
We cannot farget that it resolute]y and effctively solved
the railway monopoly probloin, and so far deserves well of
the people wba are reaping the benefit of that deliverance
In tbe future it must stand or faîl by its doings. No

Goveramont can live long upon its past. The only
romaining question at issue between the Frea Press and
Tniz WEEIia that of the mode in which the Government

s hould set about the reforin it bas at present in band. The
Free .Press admits that tbe Manitoba Legislature bas

Pawer "lta repeal any Act it bas enacted." l t can
repeal the Manitoba Scbool Act to-morrow." But tbe

Free Press thinks it would do no good ta do no, soeing that
the Constitution safoguards Separate Schools in the Pro-
vince. WelI, that is, as wo bave before seen, begging the
question, or at least aie of the questions, at issue. That
the Constitution safeguards the rigbt of appeal against
their abolition we admit. That right cannot be taken
away. If it is used, the constitutional issue will ho tried
at Ottawa, where the battle would have ta ho fought ont
in any case. Granting, for argument's sake only,that it
wouid bave been btter for Manitoba ta proceed in tbe
way the Free Press suggests, regardless af past exporience,
the inevitable delays aid the probability, amountilg
almost ta, certainty, that heroic measures would have bad
to ho resorted ta in the end, as in the Moîopoly case, the
question would stili romain, whetber it can be constitution-
ally wrong for a Govrîment aid Jegislature ta do that
which thoy have a constitutional rigbt ta, do. That is bring-
ing the matter to so fine a point that wo had perhaps
btter leave it ta ho decided at Ottawa or Downing street.

W ¶HETHER the unexpected smallness of the Govemi-
mont majority in tho firat division at Ottawa was

accidental or tho resut of a wish on the part of Goveri-
Mont supporters ta sirk the issue, is not quite clear. The
former i.a more probable. The debate preceding ýtho vote
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seoins ta bave been marked by tbe inconclusiveness of tbe
reasoning on botb ides touching the question at issue.
Tbe figures sbowing bow trivial and insignificant is the

amount of duty refunded the brewers as a drawback on
exported producta put in an almoat ridiculous iight the
arguments of those members wbo made this drawback the
basis of attack on tbe Governinent policy. But, on tbe
other hand, it migbt have been retorted, we do nat knaw
wbether it was or not, upon tbose supporters of the
Government who used tbis argument that it was hardly
worth wbile ta continue an objectionable and apparently
unfair distinction for so paltry a result. The saine paltri-
ness miglit also be urged as a proof of the failure of tbe
National Palicy, which was tbe real abject of attack, ta
build up an export trade. A similar weakness is observ-
able in tbe argument drawn from statistics ta show tbat
the farmers, in whose interests the motian was ostensibly
made, import so little corn that tbe drawback asked for on
their bebaif wauld bc practicaily worthless. Evidently a
true test-question would be, not how much crn is now
imported for stack-feeding purposes, but bow much would
be imported were the duty removed or offset witb a draw-
back. The battie was clearly drawn, and the conditions
were such that the combatants might have gaie an ta
fight interminably, eacb valiantly defending bis awn
position, but neither approacbing tbe other near enough
for an actual crossing of swords. The real tariff battie is
yet ta came.

MR. MULOCK did well, before submitting for the adop-
tion af the Commons bis formai protestation of loyalty

ta the British Queeu and constitution, ta eliminate the use-
less pledges with respect ta tbe future. The men of ta-day
have ta do with tbe thinga of to-day. Future issues may
wisely be left for their descendants, wbo will no doubt be
quite capable of dealing with them. Mr. Mulock also
sbowed tact and good taste in the speech with which he
supported bis resolution, and which did much ta secure its
unanimous adoption. We stili beg leave ta dauht wbether
the resolutiosi was nectesary, or evers expedient, but when
its meaning and abject were explained no loyal inember of
the Cammons-and are they not ail sworn layalists l-could
refuse ta vote for it. That it will have the effeet intended,
in disabusing the minds of American statesmen of the notion
that Canada is pining for annexatio-if, indeed, there be
sucb statesmen-may be daubted. The American politi-
cians for wbose enlightenment it was particularly intended

are too mucli politicians ta overrate the significance of sucb
a vote. As a matter of fact, it may be doubted whether
many of tbem take so deep an interest in the affairs af
Canada, or are so desirous of securing ber annexation, as
some of the speeches ta the resolution seem ta, suppase.
As ta the American people, there is not, se far as we are
aware, any gaod reason for believing that the majarity
knaw or tbink mucb of Canada or of Canadian destiny.
Those of tbem wha enay do so will not, as a mile, be mucb
the wiser for the Commîns' action, as their papers seoin
genorally either not ta have observed or ta have ignored
the resolution. But aside from ail questions of fact and
expediency, what seems ta us most remarkable in cannec-
tian with the affair was Sir John A. Macdonalds alleged
hearty endorsement of the sentiment that Annexation
would be preferable ta Independence for Canada. This,
it is true, is but a reassertion of a view which ho is said
to have openly expreased on a former occasion. One ean
but wish he had seen fit ta give bis rdasons far 80 singular
a preference. The belief, which be probably holds in cam-
mon witb many, that Canada would be unable ta maintain
an independent existence, does not Sustify it, since the
worst that could befal her in making the trial would ho
ultimato absorption in the Amierican Union. It would
surely ho less ignoble ta attempt a nationality and fail
after brave and strennous effort, than ta commit what Mir.
Mulock well described as "lpalitical suicide," tbrough a
cowardly fear ta attempt an independent career. Aî 5d
then is it not true that one of the strongeat arguments for
the presont confoderatian, bath at home and in England,
was the ambitian to build up a strong Canadlian nation 1
And what is the Imperial Federatian, for wbich same are
so earnestly striving, but a movement for independence in
anothor form, witb, we venture to say, obstacles no less
formidable tao ncounter I As wo have before pointed out,
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it would be but mockery on the part of Great Britain to
offer ber colonies partnership in a federation witbouÉ first
puttiag thern in a position in whicliîtbey would feel free
either ta accept or decline the offer. A federation, saine
of whose members were not f ree agents in entering it,
would be a contradiction in ternis.

ilOWEVER widely we, may difler from some of its
statements and conclusions, )4r. Goidwin Smith's

Address before the Nineteenth Century Club of New
York, at its recent meeting, is a most interesting and able
review of the situation, and will repay careful reading by
the thaughtful citizens of either Canada or the United
States. The majority of snch readers xiii, we think, agree
with us that Mr. Smith scerîously underestimates the diver-
sities of social and political structure and other divisive
influences which operate against the union wbich he regards
as manifest destiny, and at the saine tine seriously over-
estituates the strenk-th of the forces which draw in the
direction of such union. \Ve have not space ta do more

than suggest a careful exarnination of the argument from
these twa points of view. One fact incidentally mentioned
by Mr. Smith is very suggestive. British-Canadians
settled in the United States are, he adînits, generaiiy op-
posed ta political unionIlas not this fact ita origîn in a
sentiment lyinig much deeper than îeere resentment aroused
by the flings of the American premsl Is it net rooted in a
fixed conviction that Canadian institutions are poiitically,
socially and morally preferah1e ta those of the JUnited
StatesI But why spend so0 much time andi energy in the
discussion of an event wbich it is admitted on ail hands is
beyond the bounds of possibility for long years ta corne ?
Why sbauld the Canadians of Io.day too curiously peer
into the dimn future, or be greatly anxious to know what
course may be deemed best by the next or a succeeding
generation 1 Sufficient unto the day )re the difficulties
and anxieties thereof. Nothing that we can do can pas.
sibly deprive the statesmen anti people of twenty-five or
fifty years hence of the power and the right ta shape their
own political destiny. Even could the ndvocates of Jm-
perial Federatian succeed in inducing the Canadians of the
present day ta take upon themselv(s the heavy burdens
which are inseparable from partuershîp in the Empire, they
could not possibly prevent the-,ir children or grandchuldren
from tbrowing off the yoke qhould it be found uncomfart-
able or oppressive. If, indecd, as Mr. Goldwin Smith
hinted, it were true that union with the United States is
Canadian destiny, or if the varions tides of tendency setting
in that direction are too, strong ta be permanently resiisted,
the pressure of federation in the Empire would rather
hasten tban retard tbe consummatian. We niay just add
ta thoe&desultory references ta a most important subject
that, touching the Independence movement, Mr. Smith,
lifre almast every opponent of that movement, overlooks
one consideration which bas a vital relation ta the argu-
ment. llow do these speakers and writers, while admit-
ting the greatness of Canada's resources and potentialities,
account for the fact that she bas ]agged so far bebind ber
neigbbour in population and material development ? Did
not Mr. S4ol Wbite, Mayor of Windsor-wbo, by the way,
if tbe statement moade the other day in the Commons may
be relied on, is not correctly described as a Il unionist of
the moat pranounced type "-touch an important point, if
ho said, as reported, that Ilthe fiiet of Canada being a
dependency of Great Britain bas militated seriousiy against
the country, in turning tbe tîde of Furopean emigration
froin Canada to the United States? " It is unnecessary,
ini aur opinion, ta empbasize the words " of Great Britain,"
or even ta include thein at al. But can any one doubt,
that the fact of Canada's being a dependency, while ber'
next-door neighbour is a nation, bas done more than any-
thing else ta turn tbe tide of European, yes, even of
British emigration froin ber doors ? Admit it, and wbat
follows ?____

A NEW YORK correspondent gives us in another columu
an interesting resurné of Mr. Rives' keen and criticai

presentation of the Annexation and Commercial Union
questions befaro the Nineteenth Century Club, from the
point of view of an American Statesman. It may do tbose
among us who are so sure that Cousin Jonathan is being
consumed with an unquenchable passion for tbe absorption
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