
H

n

p1

New Papers on Canadian History,

ones under English monarchy, can have no difficulty in ,i.in„the preference to those of the latter
^

I .hall not dwell upon the spectacle of the ermine trailedrough the party mire and beholden to the bad menlotllaucus w.es for I should have to speak with some bitterneI ontend that the administration of justice in this couZtnot, nor can it be held above suspicion
: f„, i. is „„. ^ ,;' ^e judge upon the bench can ignore the men who g, e h mh.s emmence

;

he would be more than human if he ,vere ab"o forget those who can, at a stated time, give him tl^eminence again.
"^^'

Nor „™ld 1, without a struggle, surrender the mild I™ght say hctitious, kingly prerogative for that of the ve^o'wh,ch may be as arbitral and capricious as the die urn of~Roman Emperor. ,f the veto is never arbitrary and nevlr

It would be well fon fr.r fi,„ ivvcu too, tor those who contemolatp th^grandeur of a political brotherhood extending f^
Whether o not there may not be somewhere a breaking pointin national expansion. ^ ^

Lastly I do not think that our political vocabulary woL-ldga,„ much m elegance by the addition of such candid,
tbe " Mugwump • and the " Bloody Shirt

'

" "'

But, whether there be any force or not in my objections Ih.nk that
. am not over bold in affirming that'our^e dnot desire annexation and never will accept it

Hnally comes the proposal of national independence.At the r,sk of .Aocking some of my hearers, i will state as


