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could declare in his place in Parliament without manifest ab-
aurdity that the Britishi colonies of North America had no right
to manufacture even a nail for a horse ahoe, to the tizne when
Sir Robert Peel could deliver the opposite opinion that the colon.
ies should as far as possible be treated as though "they were in-
tegral parts of the kingdoin"(v). And so we find Lord Elgin,
in a letter to Lord Grey in March 23rd, 1850(w), rnarkiug the
connection between these two matters, by observing that as the
idea of maintaining the colonial empire for the purpose of exer-
cising dominion or dispensing patronage had been for some time
abandoned, and that of regarding it as a hot-bed for forcing
commerce and manufactures more reeently renouneed, a greater
amount oi free action and self governinent might ba conceded
to Britishi colonies without any breaeli of Imperial poliey, than
had, under any scharne yet devised, fallen to the lot of the coin-
ponant parts of, any federal or imperial system. And so Mr.
Lucas in hie introduction to hi& recent edition of Sir G. Corne.
wall Lewis's Government of Dependencies(x), in 'like manner,
observes that "the ncw colonial systern of Englond has net re-
sulted in a compromise as is the rule with English policy, but

Nl has been carried out boldly and generously to its logical conclu-
sion. The explanation of a poliey se foreign in, this respect tb
the Engliah cast of mind is to be found in the coincidence of the
free trade question nt home and the colonial que.,don abroad."

Crîticeing in 1872 the colonial policy of the period we have
now reached, Mr. Disraeli eontended that self gvrmn uh

to have been concedied to the colonies at5 part of a great policy
of Imperial consolidation; that it ought to have been accomn
panied by an Ixnperial tariff and also by a military code, which

tshould have precinely deflned the means and the responsibilities

by which the colonies should ha defended, and by which, if
nacessary, Great Britain should cal] for aid from the colonies

(v) Walpolets Hustozy of England from 1815, Vol. 8, p. 329.

M (w) Valrond'a Letters and Journal@ of Lord Elgin, pp. 115-6.
(w) (London, 1891>, p. 38.
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