It is the ome piaio made in Canada that, through its honest merit alone, has gained
the confidence and respect of our best musicians, both professional and amateur, :

A Gerhard Heintzman, selected for a Xmas pres-

ent, confers pleasure, not for a day, but for all time,

Gerhard Heintzmsan
Gerhard Heinmtzman
Gerhard Heintzman

Out-of-town enquiries given

made to suif.
Hamilton Salesrooms:

127 King St. E.
F. LUNN, Manager.

Your old instrument taken as part payment and terms

CERHARD HEINTZMAN, umitio

Grand Pianos
Player Piancs
Upright Pianos

careful attention.

(Opposite New
Terminal Station.)
Phone 1852.

We are offering special discounts to Xmas buyers and
delivery can be arranged for any hour. e
Our Christmas Display comprises:
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One of the most notable articles
which has appeared of recent years
in reference to the future of Canada,

appears in the current issue of
“Queen’s Quarterly,” the magazine of
Queen’s University, Kingston. It is

from the pen of Mr. John 8. Ewart, K.
C.. of Ottawa, is entitled “A Perplexed
Imperialist,” and is a reply to the now
famous article published in the London

Daily Mail by Professor Stephen Lea-
cock, of MeGill
Mr. Ewart dismisses Mr. Leacock’s

“pleasantries” as mere personalities and
then proceeds to discuss the question of
independence in these words:

jor Independ a lit-
1cock cays: “Not thus

our path,” for “we ecomid not survive
a decade.” Why should we die so soon,
he does not And inasasich as in

the world there are, and always have
been, very many nations with popula-
tions less than six millions of an inteili-
gent sort of people, the reason is mot

very apparent. Let us think of two
i : (1) To what extent are we al-
ndependent? and (2) Is it pos-

(unless somehc ery soon “sm

dom of one state from subordination
to another. Canadian political history
is the relation of our rise from com-
plete subordination to almost com
plete independence. Does anyone re
gret the elevation? )

Does anyone yearn for the
when our affairs were managed
Downing street? when our ta
i v Imperial  officials?
fit of post oifice

g sometimes £15,000
were remitted to London?

For more than half our colonial life
time our trade and commerce and manu
facturers were regulated and thwayted
by Imperial legislation. Does anyone
propose that our freedom from such sub
ordination should be sirrendered?

Until 1849 our tariffs respected the
traditional right of the British manu-
facturer to exploit the colonial mar.
k'e(c. Since that dJate, and more par-
ticularly since 1579, we have had more
regard for the Canadian than the Brit-
ish manufacturer, and our fiscal inde-
pendence is now established and admit
ted. is the loss of our former subordin
ation deplored?

Not 80 long ago all commercial trea
tles  were made for us—without even

days
from
were
when
facilities
a year)

Canada as e nation. In some respects
we still fall short; but Professor Lea-
dock is right in his refusal to be called
a “Colonial,” and he might well join
with Imperialists such as Mr. Balfour
and Lord Milper in attributing to Can-
ada that independence, that freedom
from subordination, which are the prin-
cipal characteristios of nationhood. That
we still tolerate a merely nominal sub-
serviency, seems to be sufficient to
blind the eyes of the professor to the
fact that Canada is to-day mistress of
her own destinies and can exercise that
greatest right of independence—the
the right to do as she pleases,

Our independence then is almost
complete. We have made it so, and
probably no Canadian regrets what we

have done. Professor leacock at all
events does not. Already is our virtual
independence recognized ; y are

we given the name of a netion; already
we meet in conference with our “sister
nations” on a footing complete
equality —arguing and bargaining for
our respective interests. Does anyone

of

wish that instead of  Imperial Confer-
ences, at which the Canadian Prime
Minister ehould be the chief person-
age, we should return to the time of

Governor Sir Francis Bond
ernor Lord Metealfe, or even Governor
Lord Dufferin? Dces any Canadian
propose to repudiate the language of
the British Prime Minister at the
recent conference:

“We  found ourselves, gentlemen,
upon freedom and independence —that
s the essence of the Imperial connec-
tion—freedom of action on
he individual states,
relations  with each
: Mother Country.”
uatde emfw shr emrf shr emfemee
rd Blgin said that he concurred in:

“The principle which the Prime Min-
ister laid down, that is to eay the free-
dom aend independence of the different

Head, Gov-

freedom in their |
other, and

the part of !

with |

Exchequer, says:
“The special feature of the RBritish
empire has been that it has combined,
:n'tl succeeded in combining in a degree
unknown in any other combination in
history, & loyal and affectionate attach-
ment between the centre and the parte
of the empire, and between the various
parts themselves, with complete prac-
iieal independence.”
Shall Subjection Remain?

Are Canadians ashamed of this special
‘eature of the British empire?”  Of

(-v_msnlfntvi(m with us. Now, no treatie
bind Canada unless ehe assents <o
them; !.\nd Canada negotiates for tarifi
concessions as she pleases. Is independ-
ence in that respect regretted?
Formerly our Governor ordered out
our wilitia, and did with them ns he
thought right. Now the militia are un-
der our own control—although it is not
tlways easy to convince Governors or
British _‘[[icers who happen to be in
our service of that fact. Ought we to
return to military subordination?
Until 1842 the administration of our
Government was largely in the hands
of our Governors and their appointees;
and since then we have had owasionai
tiffs with their Excellencies upon that
int. Upon the whole, however, they
ave ceased to try to govern us, and
now our own men administer the af-
fairs of our country. Is administrative
independence to be given up?
ere survive, no doubt, theories o
the subordination of our Parliament ;or
the Parliament of the United Kingdom;
of the subordination of our executive
to Downing street; of the su acy
of the War Office and the Foreign Oi-
fice, and so on; lmt,ourindependznoo is
0 well advanced that although, in a
M sense, we are not a nation,
yet Canada has to-day (thamk heawven
and our own efforts) many more of the
characteristics' of a nation than of 8
colony. Are we really sorry for it?

e Are We Independent? |

1l peoples on the face of the earth, are

| they the only ones who insist upon et-
ernal depesidence upon ebody else?
Canada’s independence being virtnel-

ly complete, the only other question is
whether the form and appearance of
subjection shall remain to all eternity?
Shortly we shall have a population larg-
er than that of the British Isles; shail®
\mvenboleu continue to ask London
wi eT we may rearrange our provin-
clal subsidiest Already we th‘infr we
know more than anybody else about our
own affairs; shall we forever submit
proposed legislation to Downing street
approval before making it law? Shail
we eternally pretend that Downing
street may veto it at any time with-
in two years of its enactment? Shall we
never, never, never rise to the dignity
of acknowledged nationhood?! Shail we
through all succeeding 5 be a som

T

governments which are parts of the
empfre.”
And Mr. Asquith (Chancellor of thel

1

|

realire more deariy our defenceless, and
take some serious steps to improve our
fighting condition,

Our neglect in this respect has been
due to our fancled security. Does not
the British navy defend us?! Every mw
and then we were made aware that tie
British navy did nothing of the s 1t;
but our disinclination to spend mcucy,
soon sent us back to the British navy
idea. Were we legally independent, we
should have to face instead of dodging
it; we should bave to formulate our |
poliey and live up to it; and our policy |
might be (who can tell) that in u-‘
change for the use of the British navy |
now and then, we should agree to some
scheme of mutual defence. I say noth-
ing as to what we should do with our
independence. The present point is:

Shall we do as we wish?

The British Empire is lacking in the
most essential characteristics of an
empire—not only is there no central
control of its forces, but these is no
agreement among the “sister mations”
as to what is to be done in case of
war. Canada will never put her forces
beyond her own control. 'If they are
to be used in Imperial wars, it will be
because she so decrees. Canada is to-
day independent (that is, she may do
as she likes) with reference to British
wars. Does anyone wish it otherwise?
Her obligations must come, if at all, by
agreement—by alliance between sister
nations. Canada's independence (her
right to do as she likes) in this respect,
too, must be recognized.

But Professor Leacock would say:

“If this be our poliey and plan, let us
complete our teaching to our children. |
Let us inscribe it upon the walis of our
schools, let us write it in brass upon
our temples that for the navy whizh
thade us and defends us, we pay not a
single penny, we spare not a solitary
man. Let us add to it, also, that the
lesson may bear fruit, this ‘shelter the-
ory’ of Canada now rampant in 01% day;
that Canada by some reason of its re-
moteness from Furopean sin and its
proximity to American republicanism, is
sheltered from that flail of war with
which God tribulates the other people of |
the world, sheitered by the Monroe Doc-
trine, by President Roosevelt and his
battleships, sheltered I know not how,
but sheltered somehow so that we may
forget the lean, eager patriotism and
sacrifice of a people bred for war, and
ply in peace the little craft of gain and
greed.”

The Navy and Canada,

What a curions jumble! Where does
the professor get the idea that the Brit-
ish navy “made us.”
been rapid in proportion to the extent
to which we have ousted Downing street,
and then permitted to manage our own
affeirs. The navy has had no share in
the making of us. And if the suggestion
intended is that the British navy took
Canada from France, the professor is
very much mistaken. Our forefathers
who used to live in the American col-
onles had much to do with that. The
British army, too, had some share in it,
but should we still pay tribute to the
British army?

In what sense does the British navy
defend us? Twice only in the history
of British North America has the Brit-
ish navy taken any part for us ‘or
against us; and on both occasions ft
was against us—siding once, illegally,
with the French against the Newfound-
landers, and siding again with the Am-
ericans against the British Columbia
sealers.

“Defend us!” When and where? Not
in the time of peace. And mot in any
war that we were in the slightest de-
gree responsible for.

We have never had a war, although
we have fought several (including
two in Canada) which the United

body’'s colony, or 's “Donini
over the seas”—be something subordin-
ate? Canada's history is the assertion
of her right to i ndence. She has
thrown off end repudiated all real in-
terference with her will, Shell she for-
ever be content to wear the halter, even
though well assured that no one dare
touch it? She would look better, I think,
without it. !
The effect of declired independence
would mean (unless some sensible ar-
b were made to avert it) some
ahxt. inconvenience or expense th h

zd got itself into. We have
had indeed various quarrels with the
United States but the British navy
never helped us in one of them—
Brtiish dipl always gettled them

cess of concession of our rights.

“We pay not a single penny,”for
the British navy! Certainly Bot.
Why should we? We get no_abise
for failure to subscribe to the British
army. Bpending our money upon our
our own war preparations seems to

when_ applied

to land-defence. Why is it repre-
hensible in ion with war

Our growth has |

for us, and usually by the easy pro- |

to send in their annual cheques, some
them upon written i
them upon mere understandings;
from 1897 until the present time
4 have never been wanting fool-
people to deride Canada of her
meanness,
. The proceedings for the late colon-
ial con b d the situ-
ation. Australia, her mis-
take, has given notice of intention to
continue her remittances; Cape Col-
ony and Natal are ceasing payments;
the New Zealand’s arrangement falls
with Australia’s. This could egsily
have been foreseen; but what is some-
what surprising is that the admiral-
ify itself acknowledged conversion to
Canadian idea. Instead of the
eals to the colonies for contri-
tions (of the conferences of 1807
and 1902) we have now the complete
adeceptance by the admiralty of the
only true and practicable principle,
that colonial money available for
colonial defence shall be- spent by
colonies themselves.
ost of us have felt little hurt at
jibes ‘of the last ten years. They
now probably cease. Canada,
ugh Bir Charles Tupper, broke
up the original Imperial Federation
(1884-1893) because of its in-
ence upon colonial subscriptions
t¢ the British navy. Canada had
stand alone as against the admir-
ty and all the other colonies. She
has never swerved. Behind Sir Wil-
Laurier were both political par-
ties. In this and various other con-
tests in which the great principle of
colonial self-government has been
vecently attacked, BSir Wiltrid has
grandly guarded Canadian rights.

The Monroe Doctrine.

Professor Leacock sugests that Can-
ada ought to forego its geographical
advantages (its remoteness from sin
and its proximity to American republi-
canism,” is his mode of expressing the
ider), and-the advantage which may
be derived from the Monroe doctrine, and
should become imperialistic—“aye, for
thie very danger of it.”

For ths same reason, I suppose, the
United Kingdom should throw off, as
far s possible, its island security; and
build tunnels and bridges (it can be)
to connect it with the continent—“aye,
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for the very danger of it.” With what
envy ought John Bull to regard the
geographjcal situation of Germany—

“for the very danger of it.”
“Sheltered by the Monroe Dactrine!
By one-half of the Monroe Doctrine the |
United States has declared that Ameri-
can territory, in both its continents,
shall be exempt from annexation by
foreign powers. FEuropean and Asiatic
nations may quarrel and grab as they
please in other parts of the word but
these continents shall develop undis-
turbed, so far as possible, by oucsiiz
rivalries. Were is not for this Monro2
Doctrine, the old-world struggles for
the balance of power, for markets, for:
mere territorial expension, would long

|
»|

ere this have brought European nations
face to face in America, is in Afri
other parts of the world.

It is a doetrite, extremely beneficial
of

and

to  Canada, -one jt¢ support which
Canada ought to Be ready at y time
with “her wholé® strength to aid the
United States. 1f Germany were to try
to get a foothold “in Jaine, or Japan
to epdeavor to establish itself in Cali-
fornia, then Canada, 1 should say,
should for her own safety. to the extent |
of her while power, uphold the Monroe
Doctrine.

And why, in considering our interna-
tional arrangements should we ignore
the fact that were we assailed by Euro-

support of them?

Every month some British publicist
discusses the Furopean situation, argues
as to the likelihood of support
tagonism, and proposes foreign policy
based upen the known or assumed atti-
tude of other powers. England has
not thotght it reprehensible to enter
into .a treaty with Japan with a view
to the defence of their common inter-
ests in the East,’ or to arrange with
France - and Spain to maintain the
pregent situation in the Mediterranean.

Discussing Canada’s future, why must
we omit international interests and con-
siderations? We know that our territory

pean or Asiatic, we should have an ally
closs at hand? [ ere is anything dero-
gatory in concurrence of interests, or
anything shameful in mutual help in

or an- |
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is safe from European and Asiatic ag-

gression, partly because of ourselves
and partly because of the declared
policy of the United States. To keep

Russia out of India, the United King-
dom does not disdain help from Japan,
why should we be humiliated if, for
its own interests (not for ours) the
United States should refuse to permit
Germany to occupy Nova Scotin? We
should do the same for the United
States were Maine attacked—mnot “for
the danger of it,” but for the safety of
it. The professor will never persuade
Canada to spend much time in looking
for dangers.

FINE SIDEWALK

And “Ellwood” Lawn FencingPlease
Mountain Residents.

A new cement walk has just been laid
west along the brow of,the mountain.
This fills a long felt want, and will be
much appreciated by those whose busi-
ness or pleasure takes them along the
mountain top. An unsually fine stretch
of woven wire fencing has been ereoted
along the new walk, and adds not a
little to the general improvément. The
fence is the produet of one of Hamilton’s
numerous busy industries, and does
credit to the Canadian Steel & Wire Co,,
whose product we understand it is. This
stretech of “Ellwood” lawn fencing is a
gplendid advertisement of the goods
being put on the market by the above
firm, and has been the subject of much
favorable comment since its erection.

——eee— ——

The investigations of Dr. Koch in Af-
rica seem to indicate that there is a
distinct connection between the presence
of the malady and that of the crocodiles,
which abound in the infected region, the
medium of coveyance being a fly, the
glossina. The blood of crocodiles forms
the chief nourishment of the glossina,
which sucks the blood between the plates
of the animal's hide. The extermina-
tion of the glossina is impossible, but the
same end may be reached by destroying
the crocodiles or by the removal of the
bushes and undergrowth where the ani-
mals lurk.
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The visitor did

Winnie one.”

reward.”

fected in the gaze.

“What do you mean by children?” in
terrupted Miss Cheatham.
“Oh, I suppose any one under

80.”

n't you?

n't.

Just Children,
~—If Royal

CVOCOOPOVOOCVGOPOOOTOOOON

Miss Kitty Cheatham emerged
the pile of silken cushiops which had
been serving her as a variegated back-
ground at the sunny end of a huge di-
van, sat bolt upright and turned one of
the most serious gazes in the repertoire
of her big blue eyes full upon her visi-

from

“And so,” she said, “you want me to
talk about children.”
“Why, if you don’t mind, it would be

A shadow of scorn crept into the gaze
and then a twinkle of amusement.

“Haven't you heard yet that some
persons mever were children no matter
what they were ‘under,’ and that lots
and lots of others will always be child-
ren whatever they may be over?
has nothing at all to do with it.”

“What has!” asked the visitor, meck-

Age

" Another kaleidoscopic change was ef
It was now one of

“\What has? Why, temperament, of
course, and being one of the elect.”

Having delivered herself of this ex-
planation, Miss Cheatham again availed
herself of the sustaining power of the
cushions. She clasped her hands ahput
her left knee and gazed searchingly into
space, while silence reigned for nearly a
second. Then she sighed of contentedly.

She bethought her that in dealing with
the average mind illustration
effective than analysis, and told about
an old lady of 75 who seemed to her the
inearnation of childhood—a truly
lovely old lady with a smooth pink face
and baby blue eyes, an old lody who al-
ways had a beautjful time wherever she
went and only played at being a grand-
mother because she was really a

is more

fairy

“Also I know,” pursued the blue-eyed
her, “two or three fullfledged
society women whose ages range from 9

“I remember one little girl of 10 who
| was one of the members of a ‘Hansel
und Gretel’ box party given
by a wealthy old bachelor.
“*‘Jen't that wonderful, my dear? he
asked, turning to his beruffled and be-
plumed young guest during the famous

last winter

“The little maid yawned, hesitated a
moment, and then murmured, ‘Well, I
think there’s a tifle too much blue light

1 like “Sige-

fried’ better than this opera.’

“The six-year-old son of ome of our
Metropolitan singers on being asked how
he liked America replied condescending-
ly: ‘Oh, this §s a very nice country, but
I miss the numble cottage and hatched

The blue eyes were now pathetic, and
their owner sighed. Then some dimples
came into play, and the soft voiced sage
crooned reflectively: “ ‘There was a lit-
tle girl and she had a little curl’— By
the way, did you know that Longfelow
wrote that for his own little girl?”

“Nearly all the best children’s poems
and songs have been written for particu-
lar little people—Kipling’s, you know,
and Riley’s and Bugene Field’s and Ten-
nyson’s. Tennyson's, of course, were in
many instances composed at the special
request, of Queen Victoria.
pounds and pounds for the Minnie and

He got

“Well,” commented the visitor, “I sup-
pose it's so difficult
children that when one succeeds in ac-
complishing it he deserves a substantial

to amuse royal

At this point @& minutive forefinger
that was even more impressive than if
it had been twice as big was brought

The person at whom it

3%

into active Pw
was pointed felt

“My dear, you
uh?'

en, Royal childre

n

was the very essence of
stupidity, even though the blue eyes
ite were momentarily indulgent.

tely that she
ignorance and

are altogether mistak-

of giving recitals especially for chil
dremn.

“Princess Alice of Albany, Princess
Ema of Blttel}bag, now the Queen of

Spain, and Princess Beatrice of Saxe-
Cob were t ly interested
several years ago in hearing how the

camel got his hump. They all wore
short frocks then, of the plainest pos-
sible cut end material, and  thread
gloves. b
“Last July when I eang for the
ish church in Whitech: Princess
trice came down and opened the fete,
It was the first time ehe bad done any-
thing of the kind, and she confided to
me afterward when we were having -&
per with the rector and Miss Minnie
ohraue, ope of the ladies in waiting, and
other notables that she u'Ts mr:.m.“m
““T hope I did it properly,’
quite es a hemsively as a high. school
girl might :aw spoken of reading hew
graduation essay.
“Piincess . Alice of “hany s mow
Princess Alexander of Teck, and she
did me the honor of presiding over my
matinee of songs for childran at Sf-%
ford House (the Duke of Sutherland's
historic town howre) for the benellv vi
the Deptford Fund of the Children's
Guild. Her two-yearold baby is pabte
ron of one of the oots,
“A large proportion of the children
in the audience were hij, and
lords and ladies end honorabies. Ove of
the little princee shouted right outloud
in the midst of my practising song:
““Why, that's just what my wmother
makes me do!’
“No, it wouldn't do for me to tell
you which one—it would be a clear casé
of lese majeste.
“The gun boy was there too. What!
didn't I tell you about the gun boy?
He is only a viscount, but he is very ine
timate with little pr——"

The bell sounded a long imperative

buzz. and Miss Cheatham sprang up
hastily.
“1 didn’t realize it was so late!” ehe

exclaimed. “It muet be my accompan-
ist.”

It wesn't the accompanist, however;
it. was a tall, thin dark man, who in-
sisted on interviewing his hostess
the hall.

She locked half annoyed and half ame
used as she came back to the dlvaa.

“Oh, about the gun. This little boy,
like 0 many other children, magined
every time he.had eome trifling illness
that he was going to die and.go to hea-
ven,

“Among the pictures ju his room was
one of the Madonna and Child, of which
he was specially fond.

“‘Muvver,’ he said one night at bed-
time, ‘T am ve'y, ve'y sick,'and I fink
I'm goin’ wite up t’ heaven, an’ do you
8'ppose that 'f 1 took my gun the little
Jesus would be fightened?

“If people would only ne relige
ious ins!indion unt'ﬂ'—g?'m

Then the bell rang egain. This time
it was the accompenist, and the visitod
reluctantly took departure,

Miss Cheatham followed her to thg
elevator,

“Wait juet a minute,” she said. “I
forgot to tell you about the darli
Dickens kiddies. AN the Dickens echil-
drens are such treasures! This one cama
running in the house on day, crying:

“‘Oh, mamma, mamma, there's s
dmr\f]l“.le black bride in the street.

“After careful estioni it
learned that the !g; had gn a !m:‘.

Moodrby; T could $ave told Yyou
about lots more children if it wasn'g
my practice hour.”—N. Y, Sun.

——————

All Things Have Their Uses,

“Do you think you will give any musf
cales this winter?”

“Yes,” answered Mr. Cumrox. “I like
th'em.. They give me a chance to keep
still, instead of inviting criticisms of my
grammar from mother and the girls."—
Washington Star,

B

Gloves were first seen in England
during the reign of Edward II.

An ostrich may be stripped of it8
plumage every eight months.

XMAS FLOWERS

order them at

WALKER'’S
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