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that In every case where repivseutatlve gov-

ernment lui8 been cstat)UKlu>d. the Mieoretiail

principle wlilch I hiive jiwt stiitoi exactly cor-

responds ^vlth the historical facts. There is

no exception ; it ic a necessary oousefnience of

growtli luulpr o\u' systiMu : tlu> t'rou- that sys-

tem is, tho loss lutcrft'it'iuc Uiero Ls ; the iiion-

promptly concession is nuulc ,1)y the parent

state to tlie \»ant.s of the colony, and th(» more
dearly they are laid before the p:uvut state.

the less will Ik* the fi1<:^tlon, and the stronger

the bond of mi Ion botwecu them. Xow. Sir,

no one would veiitnro ti» :ir;?tie In^fore a jndi-

clal tribunal that when a person comes to a

l)olnt whcn^ his lntere><t and his dtity !in> on

opposite sides, that he iiuiy be safely left to

j^o agahist his interests in discliarjie of a duty.

The nile whldi luus been reco}mlz(><l as an
elementjiry nde la the principles of Jurispru-

dence is equally applicalde in the administra-

tion of public afl'alrs. Evi-ry one knows tliMt

ffross abuses would spring up If that ride of

law were abolished. Now, this rule, I say,

is equally applicable to the conduct of the ad-

ministration of the -iffairs of the st;ite. E.\-

perlence shows tliat the nile of fair dealing

is more readll.v applied In private tlian in itub-

11c affaira, and that the public conscience is

less sensitive than th> individual conscience.

This is the neces.sai*y r ;>sult from the fact that

the individr"' stands alone against the whole
community, and In .matters of public interest

it frequently happens that one-luiif the com- 1

mvmity, in political ethics as well as in ques-

tions of public policy, stai ;ls against the ot;ier

half ; so that rules f)f i'.i)rlght dealhigs are

more readily applied as l)etween one imll-

viduiil ami another than betAveen any indivi-

dual and tlie state, or between one stnte and
another. Public opinion always' comes more
promptly to the suppoit of tlie public a.s

against the Individual, than it doi>s In one
[

state against another. Take the case of some
matter in wliich an Imperial officer is under-

:

taking to act for a, province. Is it not per-

'

fectly clear that in such a case tiiere is in the
'

lirst place a disposition to maintain things as
tliey are ? But, under disincUnation to change '

and that strong hiterest which tlie parent

!^tate has in maintahiing things as they are, a
public wrong is often shielded by the ignor-

ance, by the indifference, by the self-interest.

by the false political maxiias which have be-

come cun-ent in the comiminity -nitii regard to

the particular subject which is reganled as a
srrievauce. In the case of one entrusted with

I

authority in the parent state, there comes to

i the .supi)ort of that otflclai the public ophilou

of a ver.v numerous coiinminlty—of a oom-

I munlt>' who un(h'rtnke to maintain the exls-

;

tence of the odice and the fmictlons of the

i

officer upon the gi-ound that the.v have existed

for a long series of .Acars. And so we fi*e-

(piently tlnd that the host interests of a pro-

vince are held in check by the maintenance of

th(> authorlt.v of some Imperial ofHcor, whose
' ftmctions ought to come to an end, and v/hose

iluty should lie superseded bj- some other In

authority. An otlidal In the United Kingdom.
In the discharge of his duty abroad, can never

be able to give more than a sul)ordinate place

to colonial i\iatters which are not also mat-

ters of great Imperial concern. But, SU*, we
;ire met at: this point by the objection that

tile exiernal relations of all paits of the Em-
pire naist ever remain hi tlie hands of Her
Miijesty's advisers at Westminster ; tli;it no

othei' rule can bi> reconciled with tlif unity

and stability of the P',niplre. This, Sir, it

.seems to nu'. is simply begging the question

In dispute. 1 deny Ir. ^^el•e iJie contention

weU fminded, It \\duld onl.v prove this, that

the (i"stiny of the British Empire Is that itx

Ci)lonles sliall reach a period of niaturlt.v, and
tha.; the Phnpire shall then fall to pieces. The
doctrine of Impeiiid snpremac.v, and of Im-

perial superintendence, was stated al)out u
\ear ago with great force and precision by
J oi\l Sallsbiu-y. In discussiiig the action of

the Imperial Go\ernmeut towanis Xewfound-
land in Its oispute with the GoA-erument of

France. Lo.d Sallsbmy nu>d(> these obseirva-

tlons in defence of interference by Impeilal

authorities. He said :

"We give them (the XewfoundUmd people)
unlliuite<l power In respec* to their Internal
affairs because they A^ill be the peoiiie who
Avili suffer if the.\- make a mistjike. Therefore
it is right that they shoidd be In such matters
Independent, liut If they make a dangerous
mistiike In tills matter, it is not they wlio will
suJPer. It is -we wlio rim the whole risk, and
tJioy havdl.v any risk at all. I do not suppose
that in case of war v/lth France, the Fi-ench
would take tlie trouble to invade Newfound-
land. And diis being our risk, the whole bur-
den and responsibll'ty falling upon us, we
sliould have th<^ uecessaiy power to defend
our interests and our fellow subjects, and also
comply A\ith International law, to fiUfil inter-
national obMgations. and to satlsfj^ tlie pledged
word of the coimtry."

Now, I accept this statement as a true ethical

aud constitutional basis for Imperial supre-

macy and Imperial superintendence. It is a


