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world. But it is changeable. It is the result of conditions, and
changes with them. Individual feeling frequently undergoes
modification, and we can have no security that the sentiment of the
present generation in Canada shall be that of fifty years from now.
In my boyhood, we always spoke of the British Isles as "home".
Now we never do. We have learned to think of Canada as our home.
That alone indicates a most important change in sentiment. Many
of us still speak of the "old country". Probably those words too,
will gradually drop out of use. And no one can pretend to predict
what the prevailing Canadian sentiment will be fifty years from now,
wnen we have assimilated some millions of Americans, Swedes,"
Germarj and others, further than to say that probably it will not be
the sam

) as ours. My own idea is (but I am as likely to be wrong as
anybody else) that fifty years from now the prevailing Canadian
sentiment will be Canadian—very strongly Canadian.

But how are we to reason about Canada's future? Well there
IS only one way that I know: You must study the past, and try to
comprehend the present. You will , thus see in what direction
Canada is moving—upon what road she is travelling, and you may
be able to form some opinion as to whether she will probably cease to
go forward, or will probably deflect and go some other way.

In such an examination as this we proceed as mere students
examining phenomena, and while we exclude our personal desire that
the solution shall be this or that, we do not and must not exclude the
sentiments of the Canadian people, for that is one of the factore
which we must take into account.

Very well. But before commen '
>«r our examination of the

pohtical road which Canada has thup ^veiled, let me call atten-
tion to the very important distinction between the King (our titular
head) and the King's Government—that is, the Ministry of the day.

Prior to the establishment in England, of what we call con-
stitutional government, the King was a sort of German Kaiser—he
took an active public part not only in administration but in legisla-
tion; and in the House of Commons, there were the King's friends
and those opposed to the King. Situations of that sort sometimes
led not merely to rebellions against the King, but even to his de-
position, or decapitation.

Now, as you are aware, the King takes no public part in the
discussion of political affairs, and opposition is always directed
therefore, not againyt him, but against the Government that repre-
sents for the moment the verdict of the last elections. The King
holds himself aloof from all discussion. He devotes himself to the
good of the people in a hundred other ways, and he is revered by
everybody.

Looking back upon the road which Canada has travelled we see
but few and insignificant disloyalties to the King, and what we here
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and there see were but the expressions of a feeling that relief from
some grievances could be obtained only by separation from him.
Those episodes were always short-Uved. Most of us are not old
enough to remember one of them. Good Queen Victoria always
received Canadian acclaim, and for her worthy son, we have the
greatest admiration and affection. The present road—the road
which Canada has travelled for one hundred and fifty years—has
not, then, taken us a single step from Monarchy—from the Monarch
that wears the British crown.

Turning now to the British Government as distinguished from
the British King, observe that in the United Kingdom during these
one hundred and fifty years sharp criticism and strenuous opposition
have been directed against every Government that has ever been
formed; and that every Government, but the present one, has been
deposed and turned out of office by the votes of the people.

Every British Government encountered opposition not only
"at home" (Is the expression familiar to your ears?) but in Canada
also; and, curiously enough, while British opposition to these Gov-
ernments was thought to be quite right, Canadian opposition to
them was often described as not merely presumptuous but as dis-
loyal.

Note now the difference between the power of the two opposi-
tions—the British and the Canadian. The British could turn the
Government it disliked out of oflBce and substitute one that it ap-
proved. But the Canadian could do nothing. It had no vote, and
it sent no member to parliament to represent it there. Canada mere-
ly waited until, for reasons of their own, British electors condemned
the Government.

And the Canadian situation was a great deal worse than that,
for a change of Government in the United Kingdom meant nothing
to Canada. The new one was no more acceptable to Canada than its
predecessor; Jfor, Canadians having no votes, the attitude of the
Ministers of the day was not affected by the elections. A change
meant, merely, that a new man became Colonial Secretary—usually
one who knew nothing about the Colonies. The old Colonial Office
officials pursued the same old methods, and the same old despatches
went out over the signature of a man, who lacked the experience of
his predecessor. That was all.

Canadian opposition, therefore, was not directed against one or
other of the political parties in the United Kingdom, but against the
Colonial Office; and with that institution, Canada was in perpetual
conflict over the great question of the right to govern Canadians.

Canada and the Colonial Office were engaged in a tug-of-war.
Each was hauling at the end of a rope called "Government". At
first Canada had but a precarious grip—she had few people and but
a short piece of the rope. What she had, however, was well belayed
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Gentlemen, I think that we now see the end of the present road.
Let us consider the chances of deflection from it.

k B - Z°^ °°'y ^ *° **^® alternative between a Kingdom under
the British Sovereign and a Kingdom under separate Sovereignty.
For my own part a desire to remain in connection with "the old
country

; a feeling that the full blaze of Royalty would be some-
thing unaccustomed, and possibly for a time not a little irksome; and
a perfect contentment with our Governors-General, more especiallymav I say with the present most genial and popular occupant of
Kideau Hall—all these ,as I think, contribute to the conclusion thatm this respect we shall not diverge from the present road of our
pohtical development.

Another possibility is that we may unite with our neighbors
to the south. I do not know the future. In some far off year, under
some unforseen circumstances, such may be the destiny of Canada.A racial war with the Asiatic milUons may throw us into war-union
with the United States, and battle-comradeship may lead, as it often
does, to political partnership. I aiA not a prophet. All that I sav
IS that the present road does not lead to union with the United
btat^, and I see no tendency to turn in that direction.

I

The second possibility—an independent Republic—is a result
less probable than the one we have just considered. We may

But what of our third possibility, Imperial Federation?
In 1884 the Imperial Federation League was formed.declaring,

as its fundamental assertion:
^^th«t in order to Mcur. the pemi.ii«>t unity of the Empin, mme form of fedeimtion !

n-KU^K^V^lt^e^^n
*'°"''* not suggest any form. It lectured and

?h? « p1' flf n^^J'y
**'"* *° ^o""** Salisbury (1891) asking him to

call a Colonial Conference to consider the question. In reply Lord

^e CoSeren!?* *° ^**
""*'' ^ '"*'* ^""^ proposal to lay before

5n i«oQ* ^J"*^ *^t *° ^^^ "P°" *"y ^''^^"'^ the League dissolved
in 1893. and no other such league has ever since been formed.

1 he truth was that discussion had proved that Imperial Federa-

ii°v^n?n' tlir^n "VfV-
5"*8in#he reception whiVh would bed K

^"•^^'^ Kingdom to any proposal that the Colonies

«n«^Jl*r ^?u'f '^P'jesentation in the British Parliament-a
representa ion that would soon outnumber the British membera!

WP Ho ^'IVL /^^,'^V^*' "f.^ ^"^ '"°'* particularly what shouldwe do with them? Federation is impossible.

},*«, iLlJffT I^P«'i««tf"'.''" ^ ^"«^ ^^y '^«» themselves,
have compk-tely abandoned the idea of a present Federal Parlia-

\|e.
"4^
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ment. Sir Frederick Pollock, for example, who came here as their
spokesman a short time ago, after pointing out that it would involve
modifications in the jurisdiction of the existing Legislatures, con-
tinued in these words:

w^nwl^J"^ """ ^J1^ "T*" /"' »*»''''»8 »h«t the parliament of the United Kincdom
t^^lw f,^

P«nu«led to reduce itoeU by . «,lenm .et to a meie State LefielaturnTthat

io'".^m:'s:l°?:s:r£s.u°'^?^„Tiu"?*°'"'"°''"

And speaking of the other alternative, he said:

Parliii^nt."*
^ **""' " ""^ '""""^ *° advocate a direct tepraaentation of the Coloniee in

•
J^I*'- Chamberiain at the outset of his imperialistic efforts recog-

nized the same thing, and admitted the hopelessness of even
framing a proposal for Imp^ U Federation. In 1896, referrine to
the history of the League, he said:

....
"Durini iu nreer it was again and again challenged to pnxluce a pUn. and it was un-

I^rte;?«"tZ^ th- ^"T""' f^^^'^- ^i'-
' -''^ "• -y- " •" "vent; i^ri. fromuV

E.^^r!!l..^ fin I "^r"*"" °'.""" *""*•• " •'•y •'• *" »fc« direction of a federation of the

tlS^ r^n™t M^.nS!^"°"7.t ""***' °' """'' magnitude and such gnat complicationtbat It cannot be undertaken at the preeent time."

What could not be done in the lump, so to speak, Mr. Chamber-
lain set himself to accomplish by instalments. With great courage,
versatility and persistence he proposed one bit of federation after
another, only to meet defeat and failure upon every point . He failed
if for no other reason than because at the very outset he told us
quite frankly that his object was:

^^^^^.y^" toyemment for the British Empire-a new government with lar«. powen oftaxation »nd leguUtion over eountrie* separated by thousands of miles of sea."

Taxation from thousands of miles across the sea, was something
which had a rather unpleasant sound in Canadian eare, and our
statesmen did not at all agree that it was as Mr. Chamberiain said:

•a desirable consummation to be approached by a proeees of gradual development."

As a first instalment of federation, Mr. Chamberlain endeavored
to bnng about a Commercial Union of the Empire—that is, to pro-
vide for some joint control over the making of customs' tariffs for the
whole Empire. This, he said, was the preliminary step to German
consolidation, and it would lead to political union of the British
liimpire. But .Mr. Chamberlain at once antagonized all the Colonies,
and proved the hopelessness and impracticability of joint control, by
insisting that Commercial Union must be based upon the abandon-
ment of protection within the Empire. In the speech already quoted

B»'
*»|f

principle which I claim must be accepted if we are to make any even the slicfatestprogre... is that within the different p-rt. of the Empira protectionmust diiiSr
Mr. Chamberlain so . became convinced that protection would

not disappear, and he .abandoned the attempt to create his Com-



diffp^nL ^?"'* ^*'^^° *^« «y«*«™ anJ Commercial Union is the

^ffeStt^fS TP"r*'°\ *'^'^ incorporation-the same

aid cZd^n
™»'^^«.'^» "onfafts between Chamberlain Imperialism

IhLu .
Impenahsm. Co-operation not incorporation is a

reYalns*(6r''* "'"" "' ''*"*'*'^ conception oWlm'p^rial

an ImSal7n,ilJoil^*'r^''"l'l'' P^"P^*'« ^*« tl»« institution of

Umi«htd.vi*^totoi^tL^^tTiX" "•*** • •
"i-P«rf~tly evident that

authS-
7''***^""'' ^°"°"*' "*"^*^ '*>* Council with "persuasive

insteir
*"^«'^°'* ^^'^""^^ to approve the proposal, resolving

i„HJl[*f*
* ^** advisory Council of the Empire would be. mav be

whe^ iSrr ^""^^""K^y th« proceedings of the late SnfTren^
rpDrovI? of tt n^^Tr °^ ^*°*^*.' ^^ Colonies exptesiT^:
preferences ?»?»hI ff^^^J"^^"^ ?

*"'*'»**« *° protection andpreierences. Canada offered no criticism: nor would 8h« Ha !nchned to pay much deference to the judgments of Sralian South

"that every oommunity knowi bwt what doM for iteelf."

g..hSo"|tS'tf",Sn.t.""'
"'•"""'™ •'""°'"^" ""» -y

T .hJ^ P'"»r*?i°^ 'J
Council is dead. At the last Conference MrLyttleton, Mr. Chamberlain's successor, endeavored to cW fte

pubU«\ton);fri^^^,2r;:,^i" „^rf" '»' April. IMS (Mr. Ch^nWkJn'. .peoiai

by eonferanoe nod treaty betwSinthi l7„r.S?vi^' '' Propoeed i. • preferential artancMiMBt
neither Qoverwnent .u^dlriSi oTrSC^J^ ""^T '.°^*''" '^'"^ C°'«"^ QovinSmS!



i
momly declined to make theSge' '

*" Coherence u„.„i.

w«tttS£^r*ri't?^t"^

except to the clause Umit ng appeals of law-suit«, tn thTiA^^lCommittee of the Privy Council ITnnn tv,:?!^^ ! t
*"® Judicial

obstinate because, as te saM I'
^ ^ '^'"^ ^' ^*' somewhat

.mtioi!"""""'
** ' "*""~" »•""" '"'f" - " ««~t. th. Urger qu^tion of Imp.ri.1 Fed-

and it would interfere, he said, with proposals

o/^'S:!r*tL°Vhl'^t2L E^il!:^
'^'•' '••' "°- of !.„,. ^ „ to constitut. . Court

mo™ ff^^., «a contlnuou. «p««„t.tion on th. JudicW Comnutt*"

cttef
*•''" ^**' ^'- ^•^'"berlain proposed to appoint from the

;7o« .jddition.. Uw I.H. with -t. in th. Hou.. of L„„U - w.U « on th. J^Ueil Com-

Chl*X"rlil!J h^aTTo r^k^r^' '^^^ * ^^^^-'^^ b"*' -<i Mr.
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always subscribed to the British Army, rather than equip soldiers of
her own?

The last Conference was remirkable for many things, but for
nothing in so great a degree as the conversion, not only of Australia
but of the Admiralty itself to the Canadian idea (o). Some people
unaware of the result of Australian and other experience, still speak
as thoup;h Canada ought to subscribe to the British Navy. But no
one can help sympathizing with the view of Natal, for example,
whose Premier spoke of her subscriptions as

IS^hr-Hir" •"" '"'*^» M° °" ••ti°»t«». fo' which we btve no actuiU eyidenc u con-eeminx tbe people we repraeent.

In this matter, as in all others, Canadian policy is co-operation
and not incorporation—development of her own forces, military and
naval, so that when the time comes she may be ready to co-operate
with the other parts of the Empire in such wars as the Empire mav
undertake. ^ ^

Summarizing what I have said„ observe that
^- The road of our political development has not led us away

from Monarchy nor from the British Sovereign;
2. It has led us to almost complete independence.
3. The termination of that road is not far off, and it is the King-

dom of Canada under the British Sovereign.
4. Probably we shall not turn from that road to join the United

States.

5. Nor shall we become a Republic by ourselves.
6. Imperial Federation, either in the lump or by instalments, is

impracticable and impossible.

It will be observed that although I have said that we are near
the end of the road, I have net asserted that there is any general
desire to hurry to its termination. We have little reason to com-
plain of the usual course of our ordinary political life. But there is
one feature of our relations to the Empire which is in a most un-
satisfactory position and ought to be settled before it brings us
embarrassment. I refer to the eventuality of war.

At present, in case of hostilities, we are under no legal or con-
stitutional obligation to aid other parts of the Empire, and they are
under none to help us. No Colony has any forces enrolled for oversea
service, and Canada has no statute under which her men can be
ordered out of Canada.

Further, Canada has no voice, is not even consulted, as to the
propriety or necessity for war. It has been ase imed that the mak-
ing of peace and war shall be settled in London, and tnat the Colonies
shall have nothing to do but fight when told to.
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^ That situation is, 1 say, intolerably unsatisfactory. I am notarguing what Canada would do to-morrow if called u^n. My ownnotion w that, as m the Boer war, more men would volunteer thIScould be accommodated with places. But I do say that CanScaimot be satisfied with an arrangement which givers her no vo' cewhatever, m the matter which is of all others the Sost im^rtan? to

«,.J^!™®"!.^''
^*"' ^'^a^PJe the Fashoda incident. Lord Salisburv'sprompt and peremptory ultimatum to France brought the t^onat ons to the very verge of war, and Canada would have bSn e^!pected to send her men. But Lord Salisbury probably ne^r im-agined what that might mean to Canada. With statesmanHke taSBritish and French descendants have in Canada been almost weldedinto one people. But not entirely so. If Canada is to take part ina war against France it should be in pursuance of aiianiments weUthought out and agreed to under unexciting circumstaE

Look too at the Bntish-Japanese war alliance, by which each

and thflSS'l*':'
«««tem.territory of the other.' Should Ja^anand the United States go to war, and should the United States take

Jo^^'S f tT ?P^'" '^^ ^^^ the Phillipines) the UiUted Kine-dom and the United States would be at war*. A^d Canada" Wefl

fol If r3/ that eventualities of that sort ought to ^providedfor. If Canada had had any voice in the making of war-treaties fnrthe Empire she would never have agreed to thf Japanee a fanceNo one who has had the pleasure of v^ing the JapaTerislands canfail to have been impressed alike with the beauty of thfcouX aSdthe energy and capacity of the people. But we do not wish JamnP.^junsdiction established either i*;: Alaska or Pug?t So^nd {t^woJ5

ttmZ^ trfiJLdTS ^"^ ^' ^--^ ^^ - ^"'p

onsXd? wlr n^E''''*'i?^"^ ""i
W'^y then sp^ak of Snl

iTpSe suddenly, and consultation by cable if

for 3^^ *T- ?".* •« there one alternative only, namelv that

It aU in m£;^"l?
'' *^ ^ T^'" '^PP^"^**^ ""^ to haTn^S

b^ing LnTpSa^j^.^"'
'"' ""• " ^°' ' ''' °- -te against

m»fJIl^'T
'* fortunately another alternative. There is the usualmethod of procedure when two nations wish to act to^^ther in cai owar They make an agreement about it. They dV not Tnferfere

thpn.r
*"°*'*^''' '°'^'«" *ff*'"- One does not, vSually consul?

luties.
'
°"' '^'' '""^'^' *^ ^"PP°rt the other inTrtah; erntu-

Are we ready to agree to engage in war with France, or the
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P«i -1 o'"V'* ^'''^P* ^'- Chamberlain's idea of our dutv At fhA

He said nothing, you will see, as to the cause of th«. war nr k«

Under present circumstances that was the proper reolv but it w«-proper on,, because of the ambiguity of our dtuatiS ^Tt i^\%Z*
assertion ot Canada's right to slSg^such LaSS for her^lf C
-Tmf^^roTort'SnSr*" ''-'-' '^^-""P--Sdu^^^^

spee^te^^^ -M

definft^^^J^Leit^'^K'^n'' ^"^^P^'^?^"'* ,^» necessitate someueuiiii^ arrangement, if an agreement can be made w« nhaii K.atronger against the United States than we are todSr A^d if iSjbe possible, we shall all know, what, indeed, LSady s^identty
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cident might spefdily termi„al,™toTl,^tff; bXSlTS^^^^Tschemes of Imperial cooperation are alloS frej okv . ™.^°

difficllESrwWch'TaLl"!'
sTnSoI^.rre^'''^'"''';.';'

'»'"«' '"e

°f-X;-
,h'

""• ""^'"^ <^^ tSTeS ther""*
""" '"°

Canada L^^'„vert^5r the Em'„?jnr.u°' "V*""' P^fe-nces.

£fSir" •*™™"»* -">"'•'S-- f^.^n?uS5,^s

and ctea°^ciU':f5c5i^t'J?rat".Al?,lX?' "-^'.-i,'^"upon territorjr of ,he ErnpTi oy"S,lta •! sK.S'" ^"r^,'"®"
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Commercial Union or an Im^..rn°'^M '**'•**? "°^ «"««««*-

authority"; or an ImiriaTro.S^*] ^T"' ""L*^
"persuasive

British Na^y (even tTSavv T^^„?i^Pf!l' "T subscriptions to the
doned thft/jVlo!r. ^^ League, and the Adm ra ty have aban-

Stio^ "*'*^' °' ^"^^ contingents for over-sea service under all

when^'rs^y'^rnaTa'-ll'if!S^?^
''

r'l\}'''
incorporation, and

of Canad/ Thev fnHLH k I*"
'"^'^'^ *^® P'*^^* Government

"Dominions tevond thi fc •
^^''^' '"^^"^ ""^ °«« of "^any

b. .Sri'^nr^taJed: '
'""'

"
'"'"' °' ""'" « "«« »««»'
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CRITICISM OF THE ADDRESS.

"HtJfn"/' ^Vlt "^***'* ^'*'^°"' Mr- Wickham said:

f,.f„«.Tn ^ ^t*^
^''^ T^P?"^ °' M*"- Ewart's paper on Canada's

fedfJjfj^^^r ^ Canadians-namely, an ultimate combination,

proyiae lor mutual defence and adequate machinery for dealinc withforeign relations. The future of Canada as a pSbably domi«^ant

Hr^m!?"""^
*^® P^"?"^ ^**'*'^ ™"«* ^nsue in which the self-eovernine

tZS^aSaf^niZ'? ' ^"".^^^ «<!"*» nationhood, theiefhould Kfa working arrangement to provide for mutual defence. The ultimate

Srw^Tthe" dXlfrr* jo/^^^^^'^'^^ -^ S^fenSve aEL'oetween the diflFerent parts of dominions of the empire of a perma-nent character sufficient to ensure the stability of the empi« Whe-ther or not the foreign relations of the empire shall beffiied from

toTe7u"tur*T„;?*' ''/fr" *° ^'' ^'""^ -^eer neceStTeSto the future. Time and the occasion will no doubt procluce thestatesman of sufficient calibre to deal with this question- Krwith
!5n Z^J ?^ ^^^ ^""^^ ("*^*' and miUtary) o?ganiS on a ore-

emerSL?t''ZuZ) *^t ""^^J'^^
'""^'^^^ hafmSusTy in S^y

SEon Tn fi^ ^"^.-^
''*"''l°"*

°"^ ^^^t'^^y Without fear of

Pon!?- ,}^^ meantime, what is the position of Canada?Canadians are (relatively to other world-powers) a sparse poDulaJionoccupying a vast territorj- full to the brim of thos^^S^r^TresouSsand national riches for which other world-powS Jre hunS
bv reL^on orfhf r^""* "^ ^"^^"^^ *« ^"ioy umSSest^SWy
no*^.^ • °'*J^® '*^?"« protecting arm of the British navy. We do

aware t^aX^«f*''^K**^'-^''''t u^" «^ ^^' hothouse^antrun-
fJI^i-fi • n

at'^osphere in which we live is, metaphorically swak-

.wKSl^on'Th^T^' ? '' .««'"««'»«« «aid that\e are jusUfied

sJ*^r ^TT ^ Monroe doctrine and the protection of the UnitedStates. I, for one, repudiate this suggestion, not only as unworthy

alli^dTota'i unrtr" '""''T'- J *^*"« ^« 'd«* thaTrZll &
nimlf,, Vl .

"P*" *^'^ support Without payment of the full price-namely the loss of our national status as a separate nation Kes
that fkf ''-7* '°»«/'!?«« the United States themselveS'gStefuI

workout one nZl°V.H' S"*''^ 7^ "'^'^^ '* P^^'^le for ttem to

othe'rTu?o%?^^owe*,t'
''^'"'^ '°^'""^' "'**^°"* ''^^^^^^^^ ^-™

will Sol^r bpsSe? '*Fnr?h*'°''^
''"

"f
*'°"''' ""««' °**»«"^'«« «»^«

Pono^f^ P lopsided. For this reason alone t would be wrong forCanada to contribute in cash to the upkeep of the BritishTv^ I
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to anything that «mply paidSeTher XTiZT^Tr^Tt
lielStf f f«"«d'*" "»°«ey by the Canadian gove^men inpreparation to take our own part in naval warfat*. ia «««I^l:„i
natonal growth and we cannot aCd to foreg^ t TshiuWmade to go hand in hand with the building up ofoir Canadian me^cantile n.anne as part of a broad national maritrme Z^^^^ Thequestjon, however as to ust what we should prov de iKe wav of

TZif ""^-Tl ? \^'^^1^' t^^bnicai one, to^bS ^aiged betvLnexperts appointed by Canada in consultation with exwrts aDm.Tn
aVt^'i'^r''^ °^ '^' '"'^^- The AustrTlian KVuXr/ties
suL When wf"^ rT ^'*^ ^^' Admiralty with ineficblre!suits When we speak of a separate Canadian navy as a Xtim-tfightmg unit, we require to consider just what"1°^^ shin or ch^r

uie oesi results. At the conference in Mav last thefimf T nrH «Au«
Admiralty expressed the desire of the fiStish g?ve™4nt t^^^^^ thl

iontm7f S-
'"''

'Y"?f """" 'o '""''e «ich expenditure! under "he

g^^Jrffr^^t^^-'^nSr^'rd^^^^^^
been very disappointing to Canadians who wish to sS their countJS

Wh"L'-' P'-"^ ,«t*«d along with AustrX, NeTSnS an^

foTcanarirt^^^^^^^^
*° see the adoption'of . maritime poUcylor Canada worthy of the name. The fact is that as between tKp tJL

political parties in Canada the only difference iSweeTthdriftflX

mt Fill p d^r^^'n*'"'' attention, I have sufficient co^fidenSTnmyFrench-Canadian fellow-citizens to feel sure that they will sun^rta movement to co-operate with the British navv an^nstrtK
tT^?n^' tel^J^^^f P"?*' •« «* *he present time^aS'wtll no diubt^n

Your: ^ruly,

n f,* ir „ ^- •^- WICKHAM,
One of the Vice-Presidents of the Navy League.
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REPLY TO THE CRITICISM.

Mr. Wickham muat
some other critics:

be the same as
" Please re-read

that

the

My reply to
already given to
address criticized."

I said that the road of Canada's political develooment (nnu,

doubte thaf**
^*"**** ^'^ ""^^ ''^" *^ *"** °^ *^* ™**^- No one

one aJetloirihat"
'" "° '"'^"'"'^ '' *"'*'"« "P*"* *^« '''^^' ^o

^ithl f'^
*!l**

^^^"^ *^ 1° symptom of deaection from that roadeither towards union with the United States, towards a seoaraterepubhc towards political incorporation with the United KSJom
thereTs

'"P*™*"'" ^™™ **»« B"««h crown. No one sa^tS

fKn P f'"?
that the end of that road is complete emancipation fromthe Colomaloffi(^ perfect self-government, political equality tS

I said that for such a political situation the proper desienationwas not a "Domimon beyond the seas," but ''thriQnS ofCanada"-the title desired uy Sir John A. Macdonald for* yS^eSDoes any one doubt that? ^ ^ *^°-

r»n.!jf*i?
**""*

^*J?*?* ?"^^* ''''* *° subsr-'be tc the British navyCanada has converted almost everybody to her opinion upon ffipoint, including the British government, the British AX?raitv
of iv \* ^M^ S?.«l?*°'" 9^ *^« P"»«t>««)

'
«°d the Navy LeapS uJelf

'

of which Mr. Wickham is a vice-president.
'

*K.. tu »'« the main propositions of my address, and my critics

fel?' ^^''^ ^°"?^ '*"'*
r***

"^""^ «f them. Now let me copy MrWickham's complaint, and a paragraph from the document that he

foreigfrertS.'^^^^'^"
'''' ^'^^^^^ -'^-^^ J^dfaliTg"JK

fi* *^*i!*'^^
'*

^'i
"agreement," I said that "one of the greatest benp

Sued t ^nJS::^
^''"'" independence is that by it we shS te com-'pelled to place our war-relations upon some satisfactory b^.?

amn^meM " '^^^^^-^-^^P^ffrj''} necessSrs^Se^deSamngement. The picture and the ideal appear to be very much

Wo
"^^

T.^^^l"" P*"*"* °^ ^^- Wickham's letter I ir-.'- short r«nlvHe says that "the position taken by Canada's represJntatF^e^ i??i
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conference, namely that we cannot undertake to do more than we are

doing, has been very disappointing to Canadians who wish to see

their country take up its proper stand along with Australia, New
Zealand, and South Africa." My reply is that Canada's representa-

tives took no such position; that, on the contrarj', Australia took its

stand with Canada in its refusal to send contributions to the British

navy; that South Africa intimated a similar intention; and that

the New Zealand agreement to contribute, fell with the Australian.

I have never been quite able to understand why Imperialists so

frequently base their arguments upon misrepresentation and dis-

paragement of their own country.

JOHN S. EWART.

FOOT-NOTES TO ADDRESS.

Quotation in the address from Sir John A. Macdonald has

shown that Canadian inde|)endence is no new idea. Extracts from
speeches of some other statesmen, British and Canadian, may be
interesting.

THE RIGHT HON. MR. JOSEPH CHAMBERLAIN.

In a speech at the Westminster Palace Hotel (17 May, 1906)

Mr. Chamberlain said:

"Oun> ia an Empire by il«elf—an anomaloua Empire. It really ii a collrrtion of Statei

which are not bound toaetlier by anythinR mora than mere sentiment."

Speaking at Birmingham (26 June, 19()5) Mr. Chamberlain said:
" Wtiat are we allT We are Bister States in whirh the motlier-country by virtue of her age,

by virtue of all that she has done in the pant, may claim to be firat, but only first amonc equals.

Now the question in, How are we to brinR these separate interests together—these States which
have voluntarily accepted one Crown anil one flag, and which in all else are absolctelt
INDEPENDENT ONE Or THE OTHER."

In a speech at Birmitigham (2 Januar>', 1906) referring to the
self-governing Colonies, Mr. Chaml)erlain said:

"The time has gone by when we could treat them with indifference, when we could speak
of them as though they were subject to our dictation. They are self-governing nations. They
are sister-States. They are our equals in everything except population and wealth; and vary
quickly you will find that they will equal and surprnw us in these respects."

THE RIC.HT HON. MR. A. J. BALFOUR.

Speaking of militar>' and naval relations betweei, me different

partR of the F^nipire, Mr. Balfour said (Ottawa Citizen, 3 August,

1906) that he
"was perfectly certain tliat the self-govemingColonies wnulil never allow any rapresentativ*

of their's In ctinie to a Defence Conunittee if the committee with that addition had the smallest

authority to impose ohligatiims, financial. |Militical, military or naval, on tha ColnniM Ihejr

rspreisented. With a Defence Committee so constituteil they couki give adriee, and advice

would likely be taken by the home department."
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Mr R„rfn.!rf^.^^r/"^t^ ^^ ^'"^" (Alb^ft Hall, April, 1907).Mr. Balfour testified to the existence and necessity for Coloniaindependence in the following language-
^oioniai

If I am Mkeil how I think those difficulties should be fMed how the «,nt,^f.,~i ir.winch may not be powerful, which are not iwwerful. but wW^wUt a™ ,^?1 1T r"^hen I »ayit cannot be done by the old method^f con Vol by ,hiS countr^ oHu rWld-^^^

I «. T^*" »*«'"''°"r*
by every British sUtesnuin of everTach^l %: tht «n U be donVI think, by a reciprocal intervention in each others affairs on the Mrt «f .11 .k °*,"°"f'

governing communities. *"• "*"* °' •" '*'•" »»» ««-
The connection is. and must remain, so far as paper constitution, .r. ,^„^^^ 1eonnect|on. but which need not and must not he looee sffLr^ the^ Z«U^™Z^ll'-^K

Teiir oTm^"n
°" ""•"'• ^'""" "^ '"""^"^ '» » con.titurnTut'^tch":^;^^.';?;:'.^

?;rnCe*Zn^'rmtn!;rair?zL™.rb^ttt':^^^^^^^
unite us for all time to our chil.lerKdThe i!lL

"^ °' "" ^"^ "''"''' •" «»'"« '"

which we should aim. We are nST partn^rlTn . com™™^"^,^^'^ '„'
^h."ch t^XJll

rpSn^L'-rti^srofi.^^i.trateX'-^^vE
»nt his relationship either .0 the Mother Country or toZ ^X^^oni^^.'"'*'

" ''"'"''* """^

««i.te..hem „.,ally ,,rr.Zt^^^^
too cloee raleuUUoD of what they are to get by it A familvhelwJn .h„^.i!f "•" "^j

must be busincM nUtion.. but with whom, though hS.lSl»!L^,IlT. 1'™"' •*.'("'*

more. That is the ideal we have to look to."
^ «Hi.in««i, .t » yrt M>methmg

LORD CURZON.

India^S*"-*^
*' Birmingham (11 Dec, 1907) the former Viceroy of

lr.w;7rol''ra cJI^Vnil'IZrr'""'^^"^^^^^^^

minion, in peJI^S hold hk^i^r i^lfcuui orQ«^^" Nor^t"" '"J!"
''"" *-^

pmh.Wy «^rrr Irare London: t^t there wa. no ..afonary neee-i.y or obliotkm in tl^?,^-
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THE HON. SIR RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

SirKchlKd:"^""""""*'''"™'" °'°'*' '^ °'^'^' ^^

in .U prob-biUty. be beyond their |K.we7~ aff"" it"" B« thaTw„*^"i^ \ „* '* "''"'•'•

dealing, of that Depend^y wW?,^^h "H.lw^*"u'u"'>i '* ""^ "**• •" '"" "W"'!'' the
defend it. A^lhSJ in ptairEnXh J f^! ^ •"" "'"•'^ *•"

l""*™' '''" «>» ""d'rtake to

En,Und,ndtheUnVt'eis?at«. ^«i,Thl 'l^Zt;
'hich we now occupy toward,

that i. in accoH with intern.iio^'lirand^c^ml?^'T^a '^riUi'n'^'^'K
^

dehberate act., and by intimations ronvevMl «~in .»-i7_^' u u ""•»'" ^a., by her own
Canada that we« .he'io l^eTZZh^l^^'^'^^^^n^^^J"

"»•-"•'' "> <""» '"own
mu.t defend heneU a. best she can;-

''^ ^'**"' ** ""•* *"»» *» herself.

THE HON. MR. CHAPLEAU.

said:^"
* '^^'^ "* Providence, R. I. (December, 1891) Mr.Chapleau

bor„"c?^iaTi:'cTn:^'i.°„Tr;t':nd tVrnd"'?hlVir'" 'f"'V'"
'™'''- *•»' '^'^ -'--

Canadian, increasec ^attiMTtl^e naTTvi RW.I^ /^'"^ ^^ *5f
proportion of native-born

«lmit it. that^ cl3LTw.nt."t mat^ritv^ I^^l"" '^t.^""''"'""'.-
H « true, and I

•nd if nece«ary to die fT NouSy ?. » di? to the X^i^L. 'fr? *° "^" '"'• *° *«'" '"'•

natural fact that Colonies, like s»^t. fremT« n.«n. !!!^ "^ *'.r*?P'
" "°' •" "*"*• the

independent life. TheTly questi™ ^^

«radually but surely tend toward,
•nd natural growth of ~ttoM"ow2.3, iKnSen^^hl hi' '*"':'' '" """^ "yfriou.
velopment of their .t«ngthTnd Sc« ^ wT.h jl.*^""^

"*° f^ •*"^ "" '"" ''•-

tion. of courage, of int^noe oTX^are Tmn-Hl „ !^ SlV "?•""«•. with such tradi-

•ure d-tiny of being a^toby he^lv-T'^ ™ *" ^ ''•""^ *'" """• ""bition. th.

SIR OLIVER MOWAT.

'The Liberal Club" (Januarj-, 1893) Sir Oliver
In a speech at

Mowat said:

"Th^'/„^".i!li'*.* ""J*^ *••"• 8i' Oliver aUo di«;anled and p,o«eed«|.

.«>m.^h.^'.Lro;ro.^Ta:;:d"r%t^ir^^^^^^^^ t
•"•;^^-.t... wh.eh

If they regard Imperial FedenitiTor^nn«.lk.n „ ..nT
" 77"'"'?"' '" '*?P'« '~'' '»"««».

wme day becoming a sep.ni?e^"d[|^"^id.nt^^,rn„T^^^ "'•''^ '""'•"« to Canada
future, stronger than th^d*,i« i. \^i u 11 'J"* '" "" '*'•'•* '» "•«» to our
i. to become an ,ndwi<ki«J.tio:!^

' .PPrehend that the proUbl. d-.iny of our Colo.y
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THE HON. MR. HONORE MERCIER.

MercJer l^ST"^
"* '^^"''' ^^'^' ^^'^"t'**'' (* April, 1893) Mr.

par patriotUme: 3e. d cau.^ d4 avaTaaT^t^rir^- ''Hr''"j'*=
'"• «*' "^e*"'": ae.

Komme. capable, de vivre comme t^mil '^a j ^ d independence; 4e, pane que now
Library of Park, ottow".)

'^"''''""'**'*"'*'"''- (Brochure, Politique.. 1871 12, vol U.

THE RIGHT HON. SIR CHARLES TUPPER.

1«Q7/ */°'"'n"n«cation to the "London Daily News" (30 Julv

>n». With only one dLentient. we ^nduL t^t Z f^'^"^?'^ \^ "»»*•' i" «" '»• bear-
nght out of practical politics, and L^rd^^terv ™i^ nn

"" ".!.'" '""*™' Parliament wa.
•ion Hou«,. woMbery voiced our verdict at a meeting at the Han-

b«.y'i:3d';irto'i::^u^t'irpi:^'ii^t'^^^^^^^ '" '»•• «r ^^- -" •
•hip would have to be framed iom«w' rf^*'"" '7 'pP«n*l purpoM.. and k> it. member.
yea« the voice of EnJland^uTdto u?terlv ™rrL'fK"'fi.'~''-

'^» "»"" *»»' "> » ''^
Und would never .ub^t to U SeLnd^J .h^^ i*^ ^ the more populou. Colonic Eng-
their autonomy, and hTndingoverarrm^rt'f^'-"'" '"'"''* ""/" '»""°' '» .unenderii
mUe. away."

"•»«">« »ver a large part of their power, to a body thrae or more thouwnd

THE HON. MR. G. W. ROSS.

("The'*G&''''*o,* i^'l^"^^ r^'^^
ManufarturerV Association'?

Onlario saw: ' ^ ^P^^™^'"' 1906) Mr. Ross, then Premier of

p.rtakto\Te«^nT.^«Snrrf?jr.'"*'~^^ the Colonic and the Empire ould
Canada and the Unli^'su^ Ze^nZt !iu„!!°K '»r'^"1''"'""« " " "«»'y «»"^n
Colonie. by cuatom. duti« w^uld be ?h. n^ll^ ^'- ""t

"•»«''•' «>untry and any of her
fuUy preeerve the right of"I'^vern^im wtfolf^S!^'*"'"

'"'
T'"''''

^"•™«'«- «» '—«• «»»ld
mere commercial advantaw i^ur™^;;,;;;;'^,^?"' " *" """'' •'«' '<" «••• lo« of which no

THE HON. MR. EDWARD BLAKE.

^f-rl^Zt^t,^,^-:^^ (1«93) Mr. B.a.e

tlon. o' r^ntVc'^K'^.^ ttYm^i™.^""*
-"" '" ' '*™*"-» "—" "" '•'-

iturrrorbi?^ aTe?"'^*^'
^"'^ "°"'^ P-'^^'^'^ ^ "-ti..ly

th. P-S^i^^7?a^'arr„rc;„'.::'r^"^Vh\°^!7^^^^ «'•.- " • '-«"« growing, th..
tho«i little war. in which ,he «, f^^tlTindul«L W .7^ .T'"**

"•>:. °v°»ve England ia
fJnd some practical pUn which w^ld rn-h^Jhl^; ^* .'^''^' '" **'""« »»^ «"«"» »
eompfet. their deveTopmen.;„S :Sd'l:^^:"i„-Z: :„;".^-*'°» '^*'' ""^ -"I -
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Speaking in the British House of Commons (21 Mav lQnn^ •

favor of the Australian Commonwealth B^ Mr. Blar'saiT^

Because this transbction entervH in«n .. .1! T". '^** "" AustraliaT I say we are, and whvT
between the «™at Col„„"«*l'd^hL Ki"„Uom-rhe"?;::'„V;:r'"'ir '.!;"

""'^ ""' »'" "' --"
and contentment, pride, and patriotkm «,ri^.Hn2 „ ^

of good-will, the sentiments of atteotion
but really maintained and -tre^^enJd' X^nW eir^r''*

"" f^\P^'^ '«"" common Wo^
quarten, where the tie of blood^d^ „ot7xt'^ br^unf*."h ',"'Ti!!l?;

'" '"^ '™»~'^
taine.1, by virtue of the autonomous growth of thei;™H°L,r k

''^'"" "'«y ''•^« "b-mem. the peace, security and progre«eniov«l un^Pr^IlT r"'
''>' ""*"" °' *»•• develop-

communitie. within this Empire A^^ it iT 1.^^0^1,0.h^'
»elf:»>vernment by these grea^

between us and Australia, because tl^cll^^J^.u/ wi^hrj^?
°' ''''' •?P«'^ P^blem,

varied interests, wider views and i.„ifi-H J^-i':" • ' '" " greater area, larger and more
matters in a '"Kher and wier^pirirfhln ^^rieTt^cte^of °''"r'» 'l^'

-"> i™.^^
and will thus greatly ease imperial negotiations I woSd !^,1?"" '" '""^ separated Stat...
conceine<l in this country as tV whether tlmlTr „ . 1^ "J^"*"'

""'^ *" '"ccewive Ministere
know it ,0 have been thecil^L^n^m theCo L^a "de frnowrh'"*"]"; "'?'^ »° Canad"' 7
questions arose of this description, and I know how far tCn^ri,"""'

''"' *"" P^^vade.! when
I have referred to. I have said imneH.I n-oT."^

'ar that spirit was due to the consideration
have looke,! to .onferen^ tHele^Uo? toTJ^ "j

'*""'"' '"' '"'"'y >"". '• form™
rnetiKxls, subject always \L^tta*:,*rof%'rrrWn;s*rr'r """"--"P'on^./e
feasible way of working the quasi-federal u^on C»^T ,.,- P

** *''**'!''^. ^ the only
Canada and Australia. A quarter of a centurx n.^ T7 Empire and sister-nation, like
men.ary Federation, but r^ny yern, a^ I o^r^M m

"'"*^, •'!" •*"»"' "^ '"•P*™' I'arlia!
turning that could lead ,0 that Sn^ i} ::rr .tt TCi""""

""" *^ ""' P""-^' ''^
have too long and too e.xteiisivelv aon. m, th.^^Il

'Meed, there was a practicable roa<l. We
back now. Never forget-vou lm^X"i±.l'"H^

"' "f^f 'ction here and elsewhere to go
must depend is due to localf^fm anl ^M nn?

"^">-"','«' •"« Koo,l-will „„ which you
bjjs passed in the cou,.e of tlTu^i ^o, .rove^y uTa^noM^e'

""•".""" ^"'^ '"^Ket wh."
BXKl-will, and that the root ami foundation nrrh.. 1 f"" '*' evidence that the real link ii
Kive so freely everywhere except in oTe,ma," plr'^^?f,r^^^^

'"
"r.'""''

'««'""' "'"r.. you
Parliamentary federation is within tl e l..,?n 1 f

" rf'"'P"*- I <lo not think Paii-lmtierial
made it impossible for me whrevery^Zpat'iv^;:^ ?'

"J"'' 'i""
'^""^'"'"" '« *- ' «

Federation league. I do not in theU^t deg^' ,MnW ,,'i" 'n
'"'""" °' ""• '»'" '"""rial

Parlmmentary Federation. On „.e comrary 1^1 eve j, i^ I '".i"
'"" •°*""''' '""^-^'o'

Because the greater the Dower >l.. '.,„„, .1
"""^^e it is distinctly a step the other w«v

'^'i-.'he less the likeUhS::;?
• r%uZ;Verin'';t'oTpIrham"em 'IT

""''•""' "'"^ "^
globe m which her representation would now b? scantvtfc.

-tt.ng on tne other side of the
home. Tliat great problem of Hnallv recmciTina tl e nir ^T" ^'°" •""''' *° ''" «° *i-W at
velop, of these distinct communities withHri^ I

"?«'onal aspir,tions. as they may de-
tion remains inscrutable Xt us m-!n..in .

«""'«c«'on. the great problem of ^orraniMT
believe the condition tole noTaTtl" ( o r;i'l!j:i\

"""• ^^^ 'T""*"''
'^"^"'^ '" »3n I

do not believe, as he said, tl aUhe 1 „k. H?.,^ .

*" ""'•* '" '"' "'*"'' "n «'"' """t reiding
I do not believe .. he »id th^Vth"y ™1''^^^:'

'.^Y,
,° ^.^

'.'"'Tri''*
'"«''« ="«^ ^"""•

and real. But I believe them to lie ahs. lulTly m^l, 'hi- n . f '
' '^'"'" •''™ '" »* "'on,on your clau«.s of reservation. n.,t on your rower^'duln.,.
'"''" "" '-'"^ ""»*"'« ""'

legisUtive power of this Parlianieiu I „„,
•"

,
^"^ "f «l sallowance, and not on the paramount

the real links that bind the whole V,uf?l"Ll
"'""•'"'"'"« "f these things; but they aTno

you will le, go. Thus .vo:.r ±.i;;:i!;::i'''L!?.T:.'''.-JJ/ V.'.''..«'-«'t^o'onies «.y 'uT^^'Tliii» vr..- •
•"" """""y agree tliat if the great Colon

"ha.then.aretnesll^ ;,ri[;r.rr-^ T'"' '" ""'^ ""'' '"™'^- " unless hVre
fron. the dee,*st eonrclTonof ,V; ouH.ra, wi'li":'.?''?/ r'

'^"*"'''"
' »-" >"«• "n-a,a^

of good-will, founde,! on local freedoms Thr. ' "•" "" '*""" »"•! "«' ""ey are links
you have freely nm.le to the p7ncU?^ „f n« 1 r."

'"."" '"""'"«•<' today in t.,e .o„.e."i n'
local freedom, which will enabFe ,"i 'tople ,m|

"
J ,e

*"• '"I'Vt "' "''f-«"Ve.nn,en, a,^ o
.c«.n.ing .0 their own view in .1, ^^tz!:':izrz:i:::^^'z. 'x:^:'^

"'" ->

THE KIGHT HOX. mi WILFRII) LAIHIEH.

of hifdojrant:^trr'S\-'", '''^",V"'1 "^ ^^«"""«'-- "Pon the eve
wiifHti iirr.J^.-„:-x^^:S"-;.ii^ ^-1!SS
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defence, Sir Wilfrid said:
™'"®"* ^ attitude towards imperial

It would be a moat suicidal noUcv for th. r.—j-
nature. It would be the mo«t sSeWal MicyJu^^^LT''!!^,'"^'" "^ •<""-»• o-' thatvortex in which the nation, of Europe EnKUnd^n^^i ""^ foi- Canada to enter into tb»which compeU theo to maintain Xi tm^^ l^^^'.'" =°«»«^ " t^e pr««nt time andof Great Britain and Cana™ G^t Bntifn ) "f°^ ,^' "^^t " the reUtive wlitiSnmany way,, perhape. the fo^moet^tio^^^SlvTh.^llw'T"? "•"°"' °' t^ w^W toperhaps which has existed since th^sup^.^l^'^l^i'^*"' ^°""" '"""° «"*• ^o-l-y. "r

Hon Pemri^^L'XV^p'SLSnr;^^^^^^ \'«'- ""l P«™-nt army,
standing army. Hon. gentlemen a^a^„ how ihefeh ^'", •"T""'' "' "-inUinS^^.

oS,'^*
*'^'

'"^-V
^'" '••y »**^'' »«nS by events ?o^1^^'.?

''"^' .constantly fou/ht
pire occupies in the world to maintain a .t^HJn. J™ ' j ^? '''® position whicn the Em-
British budget are the expendS for navt?l„d U^^' ""* *°^"' "•" P"""'P«' items in the
inat Canada should foUoWln the ^me cS"^ tht « t^lT'l*"'

"ow. my hon. friend «„
jmperial defence. Sir. Camida isTnTdX^ilt '^iu^n'^'T^'L'.'-'*

"' ''"^ »' ™"'"^
*,°S:„''"*.'''"> » "P*"" population of five a^ a.MM i^ " »"*«'«"> ""h an immenS

area 3,000 miles in extent from east to west Th» ^.^ •

m Uiong of souls, scattered over «bwhat 7-public works the develo^ent oPthe ^unfrv ISIi' '^T '" •'"' »"«*«^» °f Canadlam
harbo™. the opening up of way, ofTranUortati™" hLT?" '

''"' ~°''t™'-t'on of railways ,„d

of it was moved. (And sS 1„ fx^mctVmm VI^T '"
«

in n^ply to Sir Wilfrid, infra).
' ^- ^- ^^'-den'.s speech

MR. R. L. BORDEN, K. C.

on t*e'S;ri:,^f °er;.rrs"i.? ^^""'*' '-^-

Speaking at Vancouver (24 ScDtenihpr iqii7\ ... ., , ,.

qyes.ion of exclusion of the JaKS^-tho iS 'k'
*'1'^**.«

war-partners in the east, .Mr. Borden sJd-
Kingdom's

by any other portion of the r.rnt>iT'Zn^f^Z^*i,'^J^-^^'^-l'*^''^ .. that exeMscd

Borde^alSf " ''^ "''"" °^ ^—«• !«' April. l.H)6, .Mr.

.utK.nal developme*::..' aL' Te'varilra '^rtrons"'o'?";U''Er„'' ' 7'*°- ""^'^ " --'-
fr^^ir"" '" '"P^t to .heir internal .ffai,^ th« ^T"' '*'''. "^^If "ttain*.'
IreUnd hij, to . ceruin extent lost thatTnflu^nce^ L cm«rK:rv' °l ?"*'. »"'«'" •"'<
»«jed. The Crown at the present time reDresenV. mol7 I u .?^

"*'"''' '* '"rmerly p<».

of the tmtad KliwUoui. This u the natuiml couZ i
""" "".^ ="»» 'han does tiie parliament

b«np,„c.«,in. for years and it undoXX:;;r„„,tuTr„'\lrr«?S're .'"*''"••'"•"'=
'» "^
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said

THE RIGHT HON. SIR WILFRID LAURIER.
Speaking in the House of Commons (7 April, 1892) Sir Wilfrid

-.™'Z?'™.T!;*''!i"*°*'*?'J' "^ **¥ *" °*'" '°'"« '»° °>»t of the Btatement that nation,were not made m a day, and be laya, there u nothing very new in that I admif IT-J ;. „^
l^°'Hr.~al!l'L'l?C td'°"°"^'

""*•'?"," '""^ im'^.yX'nS.Uon, iretve fo^":;
all. He apealu as if Canada were to remain forever a Colony, but I gay that Canada iTnotalways to remain a Colony. Light a. our dependence may b; on thrMother Country th«dependence „ not to remain forever. If we were to admit that, if we were to »v thai we werealways to remain in a dependent condition, we would be the score of the worUl and it w*uld b^

f^?il.r" ^T"'*'*-
^^ ^^l «elf-8ovemment. we have a constitution of oirow^ we Si^

T^X we f
""

""tf** !?"* '«««°«t.f™"- th**" 'hich we hold in common^thThe EmpiJ^
rir ^. Z ^J' ^' '"''. ""'•.^?"»"' •""*' '**'' '^'«" fields "broad. Perhaps the i^atep may be said to be complete independence, but there is no desire to have complete inS!pendente in Canada to^ay. Even with those who. Uke myseU. l^k to ind?pe3ence ai th^supreme goa. here remains a love for the Motherland, and a desire to riS in connect oninth It; but in the nature of things, as I said in the speech the honorable gentkman hw d^e methe honour to quote, our reUtions must be compatible with our inTeiSt*

I f.!,!^*
honorable gentleman has said, there was no grievance felt in any part of the country

ixbU at p^Z" There ra°i:.*at"'
'^'"'-

"^'"f "? ""' '"'^'^ '° '»>""^ "^^alS^Sexists, at present, there is a great and growing feeling, not only amongst Refbrmen hut ev.namonwt Conservatives, that the colonial reUtiom.hip must be chan^,^,i™eTt7re«ntTkunsuited to our wants, and is an impediment to our progrew wSt I^rt I Inn!^™ K^

FZi::^'""''.^ ur'"t """. '"'"°™'"« '™'«» rer.^'r^on^« ago^he L;riLeT?the

:l^nf^rTCZwei u^p^rtt'sub'^cra'^n^^T^^Jl^'^T^t^^'T
UtHaVn^r^-^^-frr^^ in the

rns^^^^r'thi^S'i tue. o%Trc;7L°x""'
"" '' '^ """-" ""^ '" ^"'«-

BimcSi ^^^„" T "" '^ ^?'*"°' 1° "^ ^•'y "'«•" ^th ««» "^mber for North

fi^^ithTim h-t^'Z™ 1^ ^"^ •^* I .•'»<»«»" «<^ with him in his premiie^riagree wnn mm that our colonial cititenshin at »h» nrM4>n» ».r.—._< : • #
"""^> «

the earth ETr mv «« ,1..^ • !l. "'"''i"/
*"«•*•»" « WWnHc British Empire on the face of



25

f*

Sf-i

with the parent state. I hoM out to my countrymen the idea of independence, but wheneverthe day come, it murt come by the consent of both countriee. and we s£ui continue to kW?hegood feehng and good-wiU of the mothertand. If we are true to our recort we will an^n «!h.b, to the world the umque. the unprecedented example of a nation achieving it!ildeSn^by .low degree, and a. natur^ly a. the ««rering of the ripe fruit from the p«;nt t^pe honorable Minuter of Finance reproached me a moment ago, that I had stated >t Rn^ton that the Canadian people have inteiesU altogether at varia^ with th?inter«ta IfTlmother country. Sir, I »id .o at Bo.ton, and I „y ,o now, on thfCr o ihLH^ °
WiU

wi?l. tT~.
•" »>»« «7"' d'-y th«t the Canadian people have interest, altogether aHarian^with the mteraits of the mother country? I have again and again repeated that the K^f^m v

Z^Wk" ""> '«'eP«"'it"«* of Ca.«da, to see Canada an indTpende^ nat.^n n duf^u^^Tf
v^.n„ .^•"' ' T^- " ^^' P"*** °' '•"' Canadian name? The activity and energrof%.»young nation are frittered away in useles, and even dangerous bickering of rare aJj™t ™~
?n. T^ '^'T' r^- ^^ '°' ""« f"" ^t"*" °f «*"'"^ 'l^ere is out one^med™ntX™le"u
fuL™ .».'?; '°, "'^r

*° *'"' y?'"??/""! hopeful that Canada has a future, and o-^iTtSl?future steadily to advance, with faith never wavering, with enthusiasm neVer flinching^'

Speaking at a Convention of tiie Liberal Party (Toronto
June, 1893) Sir Wilfrid said:

.^^loronio, 20

l..nJ„ .^ir^ . "A^'P"*'**;
^"'™- ^ '"^* "'*«" repeated » tl" Province of (Juebec, and I amhappy to repeat ,t to^lay, when 30 many of my fellow-subjects of French origin art pres^m tCwe owe a debt of gratitude to the British Crown for the *ay it 1ms treated usin th^ uTtlS ve»™Loyal a though I am, I do not think it would be my part to say that the interei^s „f a f ntn^J

rf interest, between members of that family and there i. a diversity of interest "l^tweeLmTmtern of an Et^p.re. The commercial interests of England are not ihe inteZts of (Wda !^d'

noV^nT""^^ '"V""**'
°' ^'"^'^'' »"' ""' *•" '^'^""'M interest, of EnXd; and U?ere"sno Conservative who can my that; for the fact that EngUnd u free trade and the 0.1!^^

it «nfI: L'V" "V * u"''
"*"• '

^l"*
^''tere.ts of Canada clash with the interest, of England i.t any part of my loyalty or your, that we .hould make the interests of Canada give w.v .« .h^interests of Great Britain? What is the rea«,n, I want to know, that r^n^to™ te t th!•hores of France to come to the savage country? Simply because they were nof^tSiH Vifhtheir condition in France and thought they would better it in Canada. What C th^I^Tw

S", 'h^.
''""" •"

Vu'**""* "' «""» »"'""• °' England. IreUnd and^d S^'a^"sf
''

Kir^T ^u"" ""^
'"''•"' "•"' ""^ "tisBed with their condition, upon their Mt've soil w

WW«^„r" P'"'*""^ condition of thing.. And are we. their descendant, t^b^ "id
Un^T T J^T '?.'•"•*• "^^^f r***

«*• »' *''• "-otherland we mu.t .tand by the in^ther

ijotL. i?
°*" '!!*"??.' ""y •M«^'°y»>ty. •"<» » «•" «l"ite .un of the position that would U•dopted in any part of Great Britain. I would not heaitate to go upon anv nUffr,™, .I^« jjUte the «me thing that I say to-night. I am a BriSih Xe^ aS"fTJSre m^ot ,0 h«^

^?or E^S^H°-
'•*• ?"*"•' "°r «" Co"^"". I would «4k like an EnXhZ, and .tandup for England m preference to Canada any time

»—um»n ana .una

FnriShlL"^'
"•"'her of Her Majesty'. Hou«> of Common, of Canada, and I leave it toEngliahmen who represent the intereeU of Her Hajeety'. rabject. in the Imperial lirSmpi* .^

?^ iT ^*''" "•',?*'
°i

""^ E.°«.'"h ""«"•• ""1 ' ~" "PO" the peoK Canaca to^und
'°

for the interest, of Canada; and if there be any man in thi. audience-^no. therT » no onl in th£•ud^ence-but if there be any man out.ide of thi. audience who say. he .tand™u^"n prefiren^for the mtereit. of Enghind, I tell him 'go back to England." And in .D^kin«LTX. T IT"

Eit&..^'.'' ;**~ themwives or .hould refu«, to stand up forTe inter^U of the rVTuntSr"^n I ITIIIi T"!
"• T" 'l"^ ,°*"*!*''" **""* »''• '"»•«•• °' P«""»» should be p mourn'Again, I lay, this u loyalty .uch a. I understand it."

mount.

SIR G. BADEN-POWELL.
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which alw«y, remain iwadwUlSZTSTJ; 1^7 "•" »«~'»PMl™>nt. nther than ^«eiiti^
m«Mumble in £^.^^1^ "i^rSi^-?-i"*'''',°r*?*'** °' *''•""•• Material toStiS:
Society i. but i.^^^or ^iXw^^^*?.!'"' ""*•!*? i"^*"-* "<» hSuTS:
which lead, him toW^K jSuSei^T' ftllritJl

•"»«™> ..i?*'"" of e«,h individual
real aim of every man.^ItS^-KK,JTi^l^T "' •j'!*" *'[." '**'' ""«' <'«»n^ *»» on.
» man', heart i. throughhi.^Kt .."''''"• " " *™'y •"«' « PuWic affair, that the way to

i



PERPLEXEDIMPERIALIST
An article contributed by Mr. Ewart tbtKe Queen's Quarterly. October. 1907

Rhodes trusteeTto preaTh the federa fonTfhT "^^^ ^>- '^'
Leacock) is no exceotion Hp llf u.''^

^}'^ ^'"P'^^ (Professor
of what t is he L nreaoMn. ^L!' ""^^* ^? ^^''^ ^^'"^ conception
of what it ist' wSus ?o So ""' ""'""' ^"^"' ''^ «*h^^^'^'

onec^^tf'ippJstTettffi^ ^"«^«*'«"' *<«>- ^ut
arrange new .?raUons£s b^tw^^^^^ • *^™Pu' 'I'^'^g

"^«de to
speak politely of them ?he one?n f^ '^f' 'K""'^^^ ^ advisable to
l»ring them iio aSbfe an3 a^dn^^^^^^ T^^'^^''

*'^«"^' '^
tell them what they ought ?o drZ canT„ll ""^V^ ^^" *'^'^"«*

'""'•"ThrRTo'd^
*'^" ccfntemptturoVorell^r-^ "^^^^" ^'""^

point^^^rttnHmtil^rhn' t^'^ T" "^'^ ^^ ^hese
what ought to tedo^r anrl^U-n

'^'"'*' '^^* ^^ ^°«« »ot know

''^%t%.^f W^^^^^ — to be his

.'omiSrto^ttonVon^r""^T '^^ ^'^^ ^^^^'^'^—

t

twaddle" ^yaT^^ln deserved A I n'"'"^ F"^^ ^' '"^''^ "offensive

Bull-reprosenShin as fdolish effo^toT ''"PS""' '""^^ ^* ''"hn
hi.s wavs'') and Jive" to littE h5 f r

*''°.?<'^' ^^*'"S ^^o ««* i"

'Munchos, •! am a free^oodpr T
"""^^^

T'^^''"- ^^w^^" the
Leacock-; meth^ of aniroach'inlT %^u''

^"^"^^"^"^ '« P^^^^ssor

political union with then? feJ^"^'"^""'" '^'^^ ** P^-^Po^^' of

paragraph he sug^ststhn"Ritf;f
'"

""f
Particularly insolent

unite with toioniSs and nn^S ^? are altogether too stupid to

posit-on:
'''"'"'^"' *»d oMfrht to be relegated to a subordinate

L'r'T" i^"'-
-^^^^^^^ off U.e p,.ee. b„t I „„,„„

manage the whole farm." '""' °^'"^' "'* ^V have got to 8tep right in and
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Smpt-w^ alsri/not ton".' ''^.'
J"""' ^^"^''^^ ^« «ttle but

take at the approaching (now^he nf,S^r^f-W'°" ^« should

tiU draw imaginary pieturwi of our th^ h-JT. ?" •
^'"" "• '*'" "h'ne of our povertv^herd, huddled towtherfn thriog 4w,Ll,f M^^^"? '"J'J?

~'<* '''"«• »' '»>• ^oj^^jth^i
food people of England to bear yet a Uttl^lnL^^f .

u""^ Toronto? Shall we .till big theburfen and heat of the day? SJl ou m „iLte« ^w.^'.^"' '*~^"" °' their Colon^' th««o. ^and ,o „il home a.an. .ill unUx"ei?rt^?—p^^—Ttt*^^"„:'^
"I

equaS ontt/'on^ttt^U''"':?;*>^ ^hat paragraph can be

in PU>?^V"pSrr,Si.S?lti':S.S'i^^''r:rof*nr^iS™ -"«* •^^^ ™-«e«. ^ve u.Har^h i. the cackle of the litHe turkey-cock! of Ot^Iw fi""!-^
'"'''*'>'• ^°' ^r^d, a Jon"mean neeU of sticks and mud high o„ their riv^hifl"'

".*""."'' ">« *'"'« " they fea her tStnoe. crying his petty gospel of Prov°SciafRiX. ^.H ^"^ "'?«» *'«' ""'' M«° of the Proyr

-tary.w.thnar.wfa.andshifC;—-K-X^eC:.^^^^

menSTh^'oS-tTrli't'nl^btr^'^^^^ '""'^ ''"^ ^-^ "ttle"

town-what a lovdV countn^ to
^''^^^T'^obed sectaries; town hating

Is this, ProfesJ Scock r7,l V fhe W^^'^^'f'
Partnership with!

to John Bull ? Is heS' such an mi^-. k.*^/°,
""^^^ y^"*" ^PPeal

with such a people? Ind if tha?^. h.^ r
°° ^' *° ^^'"^ ""^o»

you not a littte aDDrehensivpUofV ^ ?^''"''"'' ^°"» ^^ 'diocy, are
if sense to susi^Krt yo^r ae^^^^^^^^^

«»ffi«ient gliSlmer

Probably you have no «?^k u
"'^^ '^ absurdly untrue?

you do not c^areThether John Zf fi?/"^^""''""'
^^lo'* Probably

diately after villiTy^g you? ow^ .^on^f ^'^'V"* ?' "«*' ^^^ imme-
in a way that yS mustW knCn hf" ^ m'"^ ^^ politicians

and .sent-for^ts unr^h'TwdUs^o^^tTlilgS;!"'^ '''''^'"^

Jangling are thev thMo »i»..<.. .

*u«gariiy.
mmi.trie., and never a thou^ ofZ^da''''il!; ?^" ""'' ^""^""^ ^^at make, and unmake,

fort ""^''ll?
•"«•"""• --'ering whTtlt; t'Sey'^haU Zri^n'^'^^'r'"'""" SufT^geTtTand

quest^o'^'^/wTat'^aTb^'donV- ^ P^°^-«- P"*^ the
cannot answer:

^"'^ ^^^ professor admits that he
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"turkey-cock" CaUi^^'s ^nd thl 'ManX^ iS^^ '"™^ 5° ^^^^
apostrophizes them:

JangUng Englishmen, and thus

••At it then like men. .Lwd ™p^ntat7v4 o?Ot?iw°
unjUttered in the p™^^, .

'" '"*
f

non volumus on that. Find u» a way .how i«;„l.^ ^ ^^\* ?°" P«»»niu. on thie ride. •

chan^^dToThiTwdtp^^ita^rs'^'; A??
^^« "^-^'-" <"-

trained in the wSIm^Fthe ais'TtSl ^"f^'^
*"^ Westminster,

only that the thing can be donf hnl'
^^P':^^^^^^ assures them not

guidance is not "aftrge^hVrkin'glnthe 1^''* "^ '""^' ^"' *^**

thingeK S^, frth^r^'r'b'ft^ ^^^'t^^^^^-res, there is no-
and in this ver^X 4y d^p'ol'TtC''^

'"^""^^ '^^ ^^"«^^'

^^^^.
Union with the United States? "Our future lies else-

2. Independence? "Not thus our path."

own? ?No J"' '^°"* °^ '^' ^""P'"^ ^ith a mimic navy of our

visiWe"-&' Notthat"^?"t'^?''^"' f?T*-»* -^ I"di-
"smite the poor donkev " nrofif„Ki"^^^'"?u'''

'"^^^ «no"gh to
cause nothing else can &p^'f'"^'^'

""' °*'^«"^««' but simpPy be-

easily^ire^i^at*;;Lr4h"tU^^^ -^7- might
there are still onlv thp fl„, V H^?'* ^***e8 is our future. For
n.ay^ii„i„^i;i?t*thoL"-

P-bu^^^^^^^^^ ^'^ three others we

says; "NoV\rfu;S^?ot"" ^ '}?'" ^^"^^^^ Peacock
Why we shc.wd"dieToSon: h^doernrsaWnT"^ '

''T^'--,
nc uutjs noi say. And inasmuch as in
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(unless somebody verv soon "«m:i!« Vif j r' ..* '* POBsible

away from com%te TncSiSSxdeS ''' "^^ ^""'^^^ ^ *° ^""^ "«

were remitted to London?
sometimes £15,000 a year)

subordination deplored?
^^'"'"^d- I« the loss of ou. )crmer

vZ^^T P'®^^- ^8 independence in that respect rBeretteH'
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^""''y^ ***** Professor Leacock aerees with th« «» r

all these points, for he says- * °^ "^ "P<">

thin;^Tand've^'iar^;\t?^«tr't;^"\"^ '^
really a '<by.,one

status? Clearly we are n"^"«^ "' ' ^^ ""'' P""^"*
clearly too we nevTr sh^llZ S« """ ''"P^"^'*' Federation; and
the p6or donkey^'Xll soo^kn^fr Tr' ^''^ ""^^^ *° "«'"'*«

pendent, or something vrrckfsTto it If^in'I"'"? ^ '•*^"'' '"^«-
we are untrammelled hv,^„f^!f ^" " '"dependence means that
like; thatorf^lmissofarS" T*'?' ^^at we can do as we
we have only t^edTre it in nJ^r

."'"^ '*,?'* -'^ T" ^««g"i^ed that
aciuul fact, then we are tVSav tnH '"^''^'*

",.
^«"' '^'^ ^«" «« «"

that condition sur^ve^tht decaie
'^"^'"*- ^^' ^"'^ "'^^'^^>' '"

speak VSn^ada'^StL'tion''''- ?n7^''''''
^^^^ --^^--^ - to

but Professor Leacock is riZ in I" T^ ^'Pl^*' ^« «*'" f'l" short;
and he might well join SfthW ^ "f *° ^ ''^''^^ * "Colonial.''

Lord Milnlrin^t%Snnml^^r.'iT\T^ ^'J^^''
^^'^^"^ «"d

freedom from subSSnation ^hr.^ *^".u*^^*
independence, that

of nationhood. SSwS^irl^ the principal characteristics

seems to be sufficient trblinH Si "*

ITJ^^^
"'''"•"«' subserviency.

Canada is toXy S^stresj^^^^^^^
the fact that

greatest rigKf^SSence f^w^/r'/"^ "'*" «'^^"«-* that
Our independenSThin ^f~i^^

^'^ht to do as she pleases,

so, and pXwy no C^nadlL L^''"."'*
complete. We have made it

leacock at aKntsSsnnf^*' ''}^^ ^^ ^*^« done. Professor

recognized; aSy are we ri^pn
.^^^^ "T ^''^"«' independence

meet in conferencTwkh7ur^"s,V.r n^-^" ?/ *
"'^^l'^"'

«''^«dy we .

plete equality-areuini RnH hot ^ • **i°"^ °" * footing of com-
Does anyone wish Kinstl^o??'"'"^-^?";""! ^^pective interests.

CanadiaJ Pri^ M^nSt^rThould J?f£?^ «* «hich the
return to the time of GoveZr ^ V

''h'ef pei^onage. we should
Lord Metcalf, or even GovSrlnlnn^S"- J""*^

^^^^' Governor
propose to repudiS the kn^,„J^ fl "tF^H"? ^^^'^s «">' Canadian
recent Conference:

^''^ ""^ *^' ^"*'«h Prime Minister at the

the im^"riS"^l.s„";* f^-^'r ofrt^^'T'.Zir-. '"''«'-"fr^"'«» - *»- •-*"<» <>'
mother country." ™ °' "'"°° "> "«'' reUtions with one another and with the

Lord Elgin said that he concurred in-

P.nae-^X'5^-:;^^ M^-U^. .^- -..the ,^o. an. .d.
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And Mr Asquith (Chancellor of the Exchequer), said:

ttachment between the centraSd ?he ^TthrEmni^ .tJ'L.'
^°^

l"^ «ff"otionate
them«>lve,, with complete pmctic*! inde^mlenU/' ^ '

""' ^^^ """ ^"'"- P^

Empfr^''?^oTaif^
ashamed of this "special featureofthe British

r^nir u • .
Peoples on the face of the earth, are thev the onlv

Cann.!;'''* "r" ''^'"'^ dependence upon somebody elle? ^Canada s independence being virtually complete he nnlv

the mental vigor and narrows the nnflonl- " iZi
«"Kn impairs

more clearly our defenceteZe.^ an rfn^^
And we should realize

improve our fightinrSS '

'^^' '"'"' ^"°"« «*«P« *<>

Despot Kit^sh tvTS?dl^"Etrrv^°n ^"^ 'TIf
''
-^""*^-

made aware that the Brifish navy d d noTh^^nTr'' ^^L"" T ^"^
disinclination to spend mLyZn s^^t u UcVto ttSi«K

'^"^

.ome scheme of mutu"alten^;:^ T^y^ltil^^^'a^Toth^.^TuS
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Pr.-mt point is: Sliali we do as we

do^with our indepem' nee. The

The British Emr e h iackin , ; uof an Empire-not Ll v s the "t
'

cirftr'"^*
"^"*'«' characteristic

there is no agreement amone tht " ij^?"*^*' P^"*™' of its forces bu?done in case of war CanSl •..^'^^^^-"at'ons" as to whatZ in hiown control. If?hey a;:To be'^uL"'"'?
P"* ^'^ 'or^s beyond°h^

cause she so decrees Canada i^lln ^'"P^."'*' ^a"' it wilfbe te-

ment-by alliaTj between '£??,?»'"* ^T^'
^
"t aH^by a^!(her nght to do as she liSs) K; ^^s^t tS"'^'^'^

^nde^nd^
•nthl^ '°' I^acock would s^y?^*'

*°°' "*"'* ** ^cognized.

that th^LStSrv^^t'rie S^'^^- ^'^^ P-fe-r get the idea
flnP^'"" *° *»»« extent to whTch w. k'

^^'^'^ *»*« b^" rapiiinand been permitted to mana« onrT ^* « ^"^^^d Downing Streetno ahare in the making oTus *^And jJTk
'''^'''™- ^he navy^haslld

«n the history of BritSi Not? a*'^**
""^y defend us' Twro^S

no. In .„v':.X. r:.V°?„'.teh "^fH'"
'"""' "' <»"« AndWeiave ne„r had a war .hif u^f^^Ponnibtefor

OncludinK two in Canada) twch,£^ ?,"'!''''.« """w fon«ht »™ral

» -""•M~?'te'.tt,ate:~5-;
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definite agreement with the Tlnit^H Kin,rA^.J ' l ^' ™^^® *

manyshi^o, to Cmoved£ ASar;:^S°* S'J^^.rjommencement of what h.. been cited subTeriSs mSeZi JS

^&^i:qisrr'?r£rd'^~Sr"^^^^

foohsh people to deride Canada for her mlannei * *'"^

£i;L"Xi^rd?'«!?d°L-s,;te^^
««^^'[?i!**T'' i^*^"<''«

suggests that Canada ought to foreiro it.geographical advantages ("its remoteness from sin and it^ moT

For the «ime teMon, I ,upp„,e, the Unit«l Kingda,, .hould
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iSdhrfrLfrf*" ^'£.w'^'^'
"' '^'^"'^ ««''»rity; and build tunnelsand bridges (if can be) to connect it with the continent-"aye, forhe wry danger o it." With what envy ought John Bull toSkrdthe «fog^aph.cal situation of Germany-' 'for the very danger STt"

bheltered by the Monroe Doctrine!" By one half of the

t^SSv^fhTh -^ "^f'^ ^*r ^^« d«^'«^d that American

KSin 1.
*^ Its contments, shall be exempt from annexation

^llV^ ^T"^-
.European and Asiatic nation may quarrel and

San deve^V fnT^ ^^^ ^^"^^ °^ '^' ^'''^^' *>"* theVcontinents

We^ftnotFnrfv'v''^^' ',?
^*'.*' P^'^''^'^' by outside rivalries.

E»! f *^'f
^^'^'"''^ Doctrine, the old-worid struggles for the

lon^.^ ^l-^r"' u' ""t'^^^''
^°'' '"^'^ territorial expanlon, would

as m Africa and other parts of the worid

of Jhiih
* •*°*'*""« extremely beneficial'to Canada, one in support

stren^hfoSlt T-J^^^^ '^^^y ^^ ^"^ time 'with her Xle
fSSS L u •

*^^ ^7**"^ ^***^'- " Germany wetB to try to get

nS Sn r *^T^' T°' -^^PT
to endeavor to establish itself in Califor-nia then Canada, I say should for her own safety, to the extent ofher whole power, uphold the Monroe Doctrine.

should w3.^n« VI *'°'i4l""«
""' international arrangements,

TS»}t '^^'^J^^
'**'* ^^"^ «'«'* *« a«sa"ed by European "o^

dSSiatoT^ in°"'^
^'^^^ "'^

*'i^.
•''^^^ '^t hand? Is there arything

muSl iSn^n""'"'*"!!'"^ ^^ '"^^'^'ts, or anything shameful iSmutual help m support of them?

.if...^^^^'^
™°"*** '°'"®. E."?"'** publicist discusses the European

Dro^s'fo^? '".•°
*t'

"*^""^^ °' «"PP°rt or antagonism, and

SthK^i^™^ pP° "^^''^^ "P*"i •'"°^" °^ assumed attitude of

fnto rT^;„^"!L*"**T*''^ ""i*
***°"8*»t it reprehensible to enter

nterestsin^S^^FJ^**"
/*P*" '°'.*>« ^«'«"«« °f their common

th« Dm*nt -?f
S^*' °- ^'lu^w «f.

"^^^ ^'*"<'« *"d Spain to maintainine ^sent situation m the Mediterranean

int*r2',?"'"!r*^
Canada's future, why must we omit international

from E:r;;;?.r"'!fT-'??*'-
^^ ^^""^ *»"^t our territory is safe

and nSSfv'SL"
*"**

i^L"*'? ''KP^fion, partly because of ourselves,

KeDTiiL^nfr.^T^S? ^^'I'^'V^
^^''y °' the United States. To

£?D froHJn^S i ^""^^'J^ J^T^^ '^'"?d°'" d°^» "ot disdain

Sot f^r^ui? tt TT^f*!? «?^ ^ humiliatea if. for its own interestsinot for ours) the United States shou d refuse to oermit Clermanv tn.occupy Nova Scotia. We should do the same forTh?uS SUtes

Tn LkilJ'frdl^'rs"'"
"*^' P'""'*'^ ^*"*'* *^ "P^"^ '""''»' time



the: CANADIAN FLAG
A Suggestion for Canadtan Clxibs (a)

c *i ^ J**t" f^"^
'"

l-'^ J**'*' °^ ^y""^^ of the union of England,
Scotland and Ireland It is a compound of the individual jacks of theth^ kingdoms When England and Scotland united, the crosses
of St George and St. Andrew^were amalgamated; when Ireland joined
the Union, the cross of St. Patrick was compounded with the other
two; and now all three may be seen upon,the Union Jack. If by any
other adhesion, the union were further expanded, the flag of the new-comer would be incorporated with the Union Jack. A flag should
denote correctly the sovereignty which it represents. And if Im-
Pp"*'. ^°««^*'on should ever be consummated,—if instead of a
iJntish Empire, consisting of one dominant State and a conglomera-
tion of subservient States, we should ever have a federal union of allor many of these States -the flag which had symbolized the union ofEngland, Scotland and Ireland would be quite inappropriate and
altogether inadequate for the representation of the new Sovereignty.

The flag of a country is properly used not only within its own
pographical hmits, but wherever its ownership and jurisdiction ex-
tend. Over every subject-country the metropoUtan flag is properly
flown. When the United Kingdom takes possession of some hitherto
unappropriated territory, her officers hoist her flag in assertion ofher sovereignty. The flag symbolizes ownership and jurisdiction.
Where these are absent, the flag has no right to fly.

/ ^u'^TT^^f j'S?
^*"*<*» ^M within the ownership and jurisdiction

of the United Kingdom. The Union Jack was then her fitting flag-
it truly indicated her subjection to the country whose flag it was
But It 18 not now as appropriate as it was. It is rapidly becoming
etill less so. And instinctively—to almost all of us quite unconscious-
ly—our national aspirations have been urging us to the adoption ofsome svmbol which would represent our Canadian nationaUty

Almost immediately after our federation in 1867—that greatumon which made Canadian nationality possible—our ship-owners
commenced the practice of placing the heraldic arms of Canada

itt imp.rUi.tle propitau<U. Tk, Vnivmity Moguin, d«-UD«l to puWtoh it^
P«««»t
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as a badge upon the fly of the red ensign (a). They had
no right to do so. Their ships were British ships, and ought to have
carried the flag prescribed by the Admiralty (6) . But the Admiralty at

first made no objection to the practice. On the contrary, a notifi-

cation was sent by its Board to the Colonial Office (May 22, 1874) to

the effect that
"no objection would be raised to any vessel registered as belonging to one of|Her Majesty's

Colonies flying the red ensign with the bodge of the Colony in the fly."j

The Admiralty soon changed its mind, and on the 25th of July

of the following year intimated to the Colonial Secretary that the

only proper flag for the colonial mercantile marine was " the ensign

without any badge."
Canadian ship-owners took little notice of this inhibition, and

finally an imperial statute (c) was passed to put us straight:

" 1. The red ensign usually worn by merchant ships without any defacement or modification

whatsoever, is hereby declared to be the proper national colours for all ships and boats belonging

to any subject of Her Majesty, except in the case of Her Majesty's ships or boats, or in the case

of any other ship or boat for the time being, allowed to wear any other national colours in pur-

suance of a warrant from Her Majesty or^from the Admiralty." . ... ^ j

Canada was notified of the passing of this statute (October 3,

1889), and at the same time was informed thui there would
" be no objection to colonial merehant vessels carrying distinguishing flags with the badge of

the Colony thereon, in addition to the red ensign."

That was not, however, what Canada wanted, and an application

was made (June 30, 1890) under the provisions of the statute

"for the issue of a gaiMral warrant which will permit Canadian registered ships to fly the red

ensign usually worn by merehant ships with the Canadian coat-of-arms."

Objection being made, the Canadian Government passed an

Order-in-Council (October 31, 1890) in support of the previous appli-

cation, and Sir Charles Tupper wrote to the Governor-General (Lord

Stanley) on November 13, 1890, saying that:

"Since about 186B our ships have been encouraged by the Oovamment ot Canada to uas

the rad snsign with the Canadian eoat-of-arms in the fly. .... These ships an in svery

qowter of this globe."

Afterward (November 7, 1891) Vice-Admiral Watson, then

stationed at Halifax, wrote to the Governor-General:
" I have nad with much interest the oomspondsnee relating to the Canadian flag. It will

etrtainly be a great pity if the Home Oovemraent insist on its abolition. As a matter of feeling

(a) The rad eosign is the flag (rf the British mercantile marina. It is a nd flag with the UnioB

Jaek in the upper left-band comer.

(6) It must not be thought, however, that therewas no ptseedent for dsfaeing (to use beraUUe

phrase) a national flag with a private bsidge. For example, in 1S08 (Decsmbsr 16) the ColoDial

Seeratary notified the Oovemor^Oeoeral that Colonial OovemmaBt ships tkilad under 3S Vie.,

e. 14, s. S, "shall use the blue emign with the seal or badge of tha Colony in ths fly thersol."

By an Imperial Order in Counsil of Aognst 7, 1809, it was provided that Colonial Qovemon
wan "to fly the Union Jack with tha anas or badfls ot ths Colony emblaioaed in tha esBtra

rwrf."

(e)S2.3Vie..e. 7*. -

(/
/
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»nd wntimmt, I know for cart>in i> _-ii
*

forced might give r»e to troubleand wiU -rt^^i"'
'^* °° *'" """tniry. I think .iSn^t^

ofthe.riU..anatheirpHde.i„n.,„plr.rarnruSr^':!^'-^^^^^

red ensign with the^an7d7an bad£' ^1?/^^ *°
H"'

"* "^ *!>«
whe.^ OB appearance had hecoTSr^^AtrT' ^"* °° '^°"*'

to be said for it, -tenTn.T^ ex^,^'t'"'*
°» -"tu^ntal BrounTuSnMW^'S^'"?

muvon „„d the identity of ^UZ^-^Tu ^X^™'a°UlH':^C^o?iS.S

'^o.^"^i!^:'Z,T^ *'n
*'^ enforcement of the order

follol'f
""""' '™''' ''J' "» Admiralty (February 2, ,892, is „

flag o'n'^S™!{ClSltvr; °'
"""T' «"»«'' •» 'fce "« of ,l„

That i, . matter tor cl3l'','^;„°™«"« over itj„«,„„S„™
•tails tlK>- may fly „h,t tlKy^teiJ^

*'''^- •'""" 'Wr own flag-

«o»'^T„TC.t'tS^th^mi^?t?j*'''i?" '™—
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Ph'orcaSThe^'^Ssirde^S ^^""^ "^ ^' -'«"• Upon
back her flag, and theSntStTatb^^^^ '''' ^--» -S.^o?

Canait"!lr?hi?«I^^^^^^^^^
Its first appearance on CanaS^elf i?" '*" ''*'?«^ '" **»« Ay-
some difficulty imperial sanctfon iS^f^l

an irregularity. With
Improperly, but with an increasin/?-

"^ ?* .** "^^ obtained,
land; has been displayed ipon our n.^hi^T -J:,''*

^^ appeared upon
aged by our GoveK^Ch "brD^i.^';''^'r '

^ ^» «««ou
"

at length been referred to Ta GovemTrL?'^.^'^^.?'?'^'" *"d has
flag of the Dominion both asLre andXl?'' '' ^ ^^ ^cognized

CanaSLn constSonf,Sr"fo^"Tl^^5r^'j- -^ expresses
indicates our political origin and present ««?*!• "^^^''L

" ^^e comer
dian coat-of-arms in the fly denoSSTL L^''^*'«"'

^hile the Cana-
cord and the commencemenLfeXTSn^,

t*'^^
"™^"-'

expJn!;L\^rT,r Z^ o'frr-^o^r ^. ^*^ P-"«' -<^ its
fact as well as in theory a n^r? of fL^n *l-*i

'*«*"«• Were we, in
course fly the flag of thT'Emfere alone thP r ^'^P^; ^« ^^ould of
of our subordination. And were wp i'n~i

^"''*" ''«*''^' ^^e symbol
independent nation, we shouldVnoLl IT' f^^"" "^ '" f««t' *"
press our status and our nationality ^ ^^ "^'"^ ""* "'^^^'^ ex-

conceVd'l''tion"bur Jrio^t^o tST", "^i""'^^ ^^—"ced
Washington (January 2) holtedatST'"" °^ independence,
a egiance and of indeiiSTaction ^ ff«

'

%'*.u°"**
°' ''""tinu^^^

alteniatewhiteandredSnabLeSuJrtith^K^ hirteen stripes of
upper left-hand corner. Six Shs '«ftli*^^^

^ 1*°" '^««'^ in the

.

disappeared, and the *' new conTellatLn" o7fKi
^^^ ^'^i°° J««k

place. The greater freedom wWchrln^^ *'"'*^" «*«*" took its
sion to her in more recent vTare of her ev-- ^"^^u^li^^^ ^"'^ '''''^^
edgement of her independS"in eve,^ hT^'^L'**'

the f^^^
and her admission to tl^ council oTt1fr^'"^"t of political life,
perfect equality, have deferJedTndefinitSv ffTnf "P*'" 1'"^' ^'
(who can say?), all thought of any fla^ ih ?h fin ]

."^l^oved forever
dian veneration for the flag of their L^Ji/u''®-? *" '"^^^ate Cana-
and the best of all historic empires

^°"**^-the flag of the greatest

knowXl SSTt^trndeSndeJi'X?^^* '^'^"'^ that her ac
national rank, and he? admSo^ ?^ fc'^'"^"/' ^' »«'*«««on to
United Kingdom itself, shouldZ onlv2?*i"* ?' '^"*"ty with the
penal Conferences, but shonlH i L -^ ^ be amply recognised at Im-
of the Dominion of Canadi

"^ ''"*^''**^ ^^ ^' ^^S~by the iTg
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fnl .S«t*^*^
Who see something sinister, if not altogether disprace-ful and abominable m the suggestion of a Canadian flai. may be helo.ed by perusal of a press despatch from London of StWjuiy laSt^

The Vieurkleur wa the Transvaal flag before the war I

1
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t
A JAPANESE INVASION

T

i

The following l^er vjos published in the Toronto Globe on 2ndJanmry 1908. Professor Wrong's letter, to which Ui^'a reSappeared xn the same journal on 2WA Dedmber, 1907
^^'

Editor "Globe. "-Prof. Wrong's letter to "The Globe" mav be

The^rJ^lW ^' ^^fr'^ -nd the part that h^dtenlLm.
«^ ? P*^ S*u ^® *"*"°°* "accept," or some of which (he does notsay how much) he cannot "accept," consists of a long quoTatron

JnrTl.^'^* "°^''r^
^"""^ "* "^^'^^ ««»d in EngS," writ en

ri.«fW?°^ °^
F™'^'^^

*^* "the record of the diplomat ofGreat Britain insofar as Canada is concerned . foneof astuteness and foresightedness on the part of Great' Britain

Xf'^'*^wJ*T.°^.^'*'^****' •'"t «^arded by prejudiS^ and
fhoTVi ^^y * ^"^^'^'^ '^^ *^« '^t^'-'S' and a CanldiL wZ thinfa

Sa??on o?J;L°^ '*
I' ""*"^"J

«^°"'d ^'^d such absuiS iJisrepre-

KdaTTT.r^W facts and such scandalous disparagement of

vfn^ ^k
<5'ojefor pubhcation, is more than can easily be di-

f,™ • *^^
Canadian interests has been the most surpriSne and

ssit t^^owThatlrr '""''' "^^ "'"^^^ •'^""^ «»p«''-"y

"thPfn^fJ*
°^ *^ professor's letter with which he agrees, declares

riSJ^^'" T *^ "°°*®°* '^t*^ *J« ignoble status^ beingT
i^^Ts on?v tC"n*

^"'«"
"°"f^'^' **^ United States, for protS)

It 18 only the naval power of Great Britain which ci^n prevent a oroblably successful and permanent occupation bv Japan^of our pS
»«!?.i^ •

•
.^"'P^oP'e ought to be told this over and over arainuntil they see what it really means." ^

bv Un!tld^ZT^' °^-^^*^; ""^^^ Canadian vessels were being seiad
in +!i

^***®^ crusiers, for no cause in the world but taldng seals

Spn^.^P*'Y"?r "'"^^^^ *** '^^^^ tha* Britannia rutes, "K,y
foSS« ^"^ °*^^"

*'r'^.i^°*
''*"*''»« to point out what ; veSr corS^

^?hou? ffr?r *^ ^"*"^ "*y was-what would CaSla do

wiorv wi-H-ffi uT!'' ''?*'* ^™™ familiarity with Canadian^ KthSi' ^?* *° kT ""^l^^^ i^ ?a«t, the situation

SS;«h^r:ll- ^i TT'V''*'
b"* ""Other case vo he settled, not byBntish warships at all, but, once more, by British diplomacy. ^
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tortM-^!?
the seizures went on, and the British navy bobbed com-fortably at anchor at Esquimalt. Our schooners were swept from

whilflVrSls'^^i
*"* ^^^ **!? ^^^ ^^P*'**"^ fi"«d and imprison^d^while Lord Sabsbury protested, and the Rear-Admiral sent him suchnews as came to his ears.

fh« i"
^^ following yepr (1887) the Rear-Admiral telegraphed that

lin fnw"r M«-«r'"^'\f
^- ^°«i SaUsbury expre^d surprise,

tte Uni/ 4T*^T''°''
^* Washington to '

'
make a mpi^sentatS

pof,!^ -f? ^l^lu
^o^-ernment;" while Canadians did as best theycould without the British navy. ^

TTnJ4?/i^?^' '^'P'p"'»<'y had gone so far towards surrender that the

me^Iv ^^aWTIu'^JT >"^™?ted not to seize, but to threatenmerely, and that they did, while the British navy bobbed at Esqui-

*u i\P'T*"'^^^*.'?"^^*'*^^^^"'«'theseizuresbeganagaininl889
the British navy still continuing to enjoy itself at Esquimalt. Cana-da however, w-as becoming a Uttle restive, and her Minister -.i Marineand Fisheries (Sir C. H. Tupper) told Lord, SaUsbury that he failed
to appreciate not merely any re.'..,oP for the long delay in obtaining

satisfaction for the aggressive awl nostile action exercised again^
British subjects and British property by the United States, but also
for the wanton continuance of this treatment." Lord SaUsbury was
immovable, and told Canada that he "proposes to wait Sir JuUan's
report before deciding as to what further steps should be taken in the
matter, beyond discussing the question with Mr. Blaine."

Diploniacies proceeded, and Canadians, becoming at length
thoroughly exasperated, openly threatened to defend themseh-es as
well as they could, in that way hoping to put some end to an intoler-
able situation. Lord Salisbury thereupon formally warned the
United States that he would "leave to the United States Govern-
"^

j"*i, r/^-^P^^f '"*^ °^ ^^ consequences of further interference,"
*!* .u !>••*?" ^***®^ "^ ^^'^^ entered a protest against the course
of the Bntish Government. Diplomacies were hurried, and, sur-
render being well in sight, the United States crusiers were once more
told to frighten us (if possible), but not to seize. Out again, in 1890
went the sealers and the United States cruisers; while the Britishnavy continued to bob at Esquimalt.

By 1891 diplomacies produced a British Act of ParUament
enabling Lord SaUsbury to prohibit Canadian sealers from operating
in certain parts of the ocean, and away went the British warships to
help the United States cruisers to seize our schooners. The British
navy had at last been called into active service—probably it was not
as active as it might have been, for the job was a mean one, and theNymph reported that "the fogs greatly aided the seaUng schooner?
in escaping observation." •
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The rest of the diplomacies are well known. Lord Salishurv

tS^l'^i *^* ^""^'""^ °^ »"*'«^ rights in the open oc^jj a matte?too clear for argument) should be referred to krbitration and te

K« '>,*°H
'
""'i^tWs, that if the arbitrators held t£ ?& L?nited

H^i fv, flj"" "u?***
*° *"**'^^'* ^th Canadians on the high seas

i5?rn«^h*^f/'"^'*'^**'™u^**°"'^
"^^^^^^ the manner in wS Can!adians should exercise their rights. (I was going to say "Was

L'^rau/trm.'')"""'"'" ^"* ' ^''^"'' '^^ ^^ *«"^^' "^"

H;»np^!!^^*''^i'**J°.''
proceeded. Of course, it was held that Cana-

bSof cou?L ft r1?T '°K^°
^' '^'^ ^'^'^ °" the open oc?^;

n^'nVj •'

*he .S"t»sh arbitrator agreed in imposing limitationsupon the waym which Canadians should behave theniselves-limita-
tions against which the Canadian arbitrator fruitlessly protesi^d

r^nJ^^'
*'^'''*

*v^
"^'"'t °^ «" this diplomatizing. To-day

ofac^s or^Si'l*^'^"^
^* certain seasons of the year. o?in certain

Sr?f\hpT*^**i*«iVPP^™;t"''. h»t Japanese, with a fleet half the

Srifjl n
Umted States, and quite negligible as compared with theBntish navy, can do as they please, and do it.

will bL^P^rrnrpnl'^f
""'" *^- P^'^^^^^"'" ^^V^'

'

'
how long this young nation

r^f ,? k "* t
u
'*'"*'" * P»»«'^ recipient of bounty, and not an

Sewr c'tTVV r? °^ ""^"' ^^^^"^•" ^^"«d«'« "«^-' defeVc^C anv1pfonS"*''l*iPu ^'"""^"l V^°Sle shilling. There never has

Sh h^i^n "^"^^^'"l"*™'" have beensettled by diplomacies,

BriHsh^
"""^ ?*"**?* enormously. Canada could build a dozen

temit fSrr -"* °^
^'^V"'*

terntorj-. There is no necessity forSXt //TP^°P'^ • •
over and over again," for theyalready know "what it really means."

^

«r.~!iT' !^*
'"e^^nswer still more directly Prof. Wrong's present-day

SSfi n
^^".*d»ans as to what they would do to prevent JapanrS ^*"adian territory, if they had not the protection of theBntish navy. There are three very simple repUes:-

invni!! ^^ 'V^ the sUghtest danger in the world of a Japanese

iUt n^' I • .
P^ *•* "°t an aggressive people, and if they werethey are certainly not excessively stupid.

(2) We have not the remotest reason to think that, should we
quarrel with Japan, Great Britain would declare war against her
war-ally. We know perfectly well that she would not British
diplomacy would intervene, and our rights would be surrendered.
British and Japanese diplomatists would agree that Canada ought todo so-and-so—would agree that Canada should adopt the British and
Japanese view of Oriental freedom of immigration; and, if Canada
refused to conform, Canada would be left to take the consequences.
1 hat has always been our alternative. There is nothing new in the
situation. The British navy is not a factor in the question.
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Now, supposing I am wrong in my first answer-supposing

^UV^"" S°" u P*""^* invasion, and that Great Britairpre-
sented to us the alternative of diplomacies concerning free admission

tJ^r'^T M C*?^dian territory or abandonment, I for one would
vote to shoulder the consequences of refusal to enter upon diplo-nmciesofanykind. We have been diplomatized off a lar^ part of

Ji^fo^"- tTS t'^
been diplomatized out of huge sU^s of our

a.Tl7'i •

*^"'' .'^,*'^ ^'«. ^"°"8*^ *o «ay *hat we intend to ex-

r^lT.
«^°'^»^ control over that which remains-to say that diplo-mawes shall not touch us in that respect

*h. Twlifcw^
voting, I own that I do not disregard the fact that

i^pSn 1^^^' ^-^ ^?/:^""l*«J?:' ''erees with us on this Japanese

SfV ^f r !i°*^J?K^
"ignoble/' in identity of interest or in com-

te?^^n f hi ?rf -^ J*"^^
'' "^^J^'je "ignoble" in the war-alliance

K^m *^
H"l**?

Kingdom and Japan, and no Britisher believes
that, because of it, he occupies "the ignoble status of being dependentupon a foreign country for protection."

haa 0^1?'!**^'?^^"^°?' entirely disregarding Canadian interests,
has agreed to side with Japan in certain eventualities, even against

iS^K .K i^-f^^'o.
^" '"''^? "i"^^^ Canadian sympathies woSld be^h the United States, and if necessary Canadians would help toteep Japanese jurisdiction out of Alaska and Puget Sound The

a?kL op^lYft^^ ff
^ ^r^^^ •" convoying Japanese troops toSitka OF Seattle If so, Canadians, in their own interests, and notbecause of any love for the United States, would help to tiirn those

SSK/^*'"u ? ^^ "^^P*"^^. ^'^ °°'°''^S *° Vancouver, theUmted States would do the same thing. I see nothing '
' ignoble " in

>at. It IS merely community of interest and reciprocal support;
J' jdinst common danger. -kf"*"-

Ottawa, Dec. 28. JOHN S. EWART.



HERMAN MERIVALE..

»«. r f
™?*'^ Menvate, for many years Under-Secretary of State for

HnoSi^Tu'- '*?l/"*.^"''
°^ "^'^ Colonization and Colonies", (repro-

duction of his Oxford lectures), as long ago as 1841, said:-

"But the mere poutical link op sovereignty may re-
main, BY amicable consent, LONG ABTER THE CoLONY HAS AC-
QUIRED SUFFICIENT STRENGTH TO STAND ALONE. EXISTING RELA-
TIONS MAY BE PRESERVED, BY VERY 8UGHT SACRIFICES, ON TERMS OF
MUTUAL GOOD-WILL. BuT THIS CAN ONLY BE JONE BY THE GRADUAL
RELAXATION DF THE TIES OF DEPENDENCE. ThB UNION MUST MORE
AND MORE LOSE THE PROTECTIVE, AND APPROXIMATE TO THE FEDERA-
TIVE CHARACTER. And THE CroWN MAY REMAIN, AT LAST, IN SOU-
TARY SUPREMACY, THE ONLY COMMON AUTHORITY RECOGNIZED BY
MANY DIFFERENT LEGISLATURES, BY MANY NATIONS POLITICALLY AND
socially distinct.

Such, at least, are the reveries of speculative politicians.

Whether such a future is to be expected, as within the range
of reasonable probabiuty for our own magnificent and
DAILY EXPANDING EMPIRE, IL A QUESTION ON WHICH I FORBEAR TO
DWELL. If the anticipation of it be only a dream, IT IS ONE
WHICH ELEVATES AND INSPIRES THE IMAGINATION." (o).

(o) Vol. 2, p. 2B2.




