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colonies. Should we go for ice to the Lower

Colonies? I tbink, there is eno gh of it in
Canada, especiailly atQueb6e, and will be so,
long as §ù1iieèet spirit of eînterprise 'is not
displayIed to exportit o hot elimates. They
talk to us of fish-b those we have in our
own waters-and of coal a$ a Very great affair.*

MRa. T. C. WA LLBlI DGE-Th' Lower-
Provirnees have reserye' thèright of plZaing
ancxport duty ontheir coal.

Ma. J. B.: Ú.DRION-My honorable
friend remintids me that we shail not be able
to obtain coal froin file provics which, will

fri part of the Confederatioi,kitlout paying
themn a tax. Is not thtat tduairble? We are
t41onstatua a 1ingle-poplae, a singl Country
but thêre will be taaxes to pay for trading with
cah other in certain artieles . (Hear, hear.)
I àhould -understand the, commercial advan--
tags which NYe should gain if 'he Englis
Pro-inces were situated in different eliinates,
vieding every k.ind of produce, which shpuld
ie freeiy exchanged. ' at which bult up
thè commercitd prosperity ofi'the UnitedStates,
ii their geographical position-their immense
territory; in which is to be found every eiïmate
im'iinabla, fi-onî the north sprodutcing ice; to
the south produaing theinost deliious fruit.
An inhabitant of 'Moine'uay load a vessel
with ic, proaeei toa.Nw Orleans and barter
hisi a:ro-ot' ie for rie, sugar, tobaae &'.,
with which he tnày r'etùrn home withont
piang a single farthing of 'éuitoms duties,
ïtii this free and continual exchange ortheir
various prodùets from Maine to California
%iich tas placed-.the Ulnited States in the,
fir't rànik t commereial nations iu so short 
timîe. '([ear, hearn.) Let usnot,tefore,
b lulled with ncies of the great acommerciai
adiantages me shaoli derive honia Confeder--
atofA o?: the provinces. We have' wood, they
prdueg it; we ,proauce 'potash, and .so du
hy. Al ,that they would require would b

a ttle flour, and, that Upper Canad.a'eau sup-

Py to themn naw 'witheut payingany t hr,
inig so. Aguin, aur trade with themeaunat

be very considerable, because there ire natural,
ubstacles l in the way tu prevent its being so. Si-
tuated in the saine degree saourselves in respect
Of elimatae they ýroduce what we produae, and
what wo wtnt -they, want-a foreign oanrket
wherei to dispose of their, surplus pridnets.
Besides, the comnereiàl advantages may ail be
obtainedt by a uere comereial union, -apart
from, a political union. Engiand cocluded a u
conmercial tre.aty with the United States, by
nieans of which we trade freely with them its
all produets of the soil and of the fisheries.

What objection could there beto the estàb.
lishuent of? a ystem o? fr eetrade between the
colonie, ichh are all subject to the same
authority . They would :theu. enjoy, all
the : idvntages that c ould result, without

>entering into a political union; the depths
of which *e are, nt able to fathom.
(iIenr, hear.) I any opposed to Confedera-
tion,:because instead of giving us strengti to
defend ourselves, it will pove to be a soarae
of inegleulabie weaknes4. .How can it *b
believed that by addingp70 miles to,our long
frontier; *e shali strengthen ourselves agninst
the enemy,'when the -territory to b added
ducs net yet aetntain inihà1itants enough to
derfend it ? -Isitsupposcd, that if we ha a
war with the Ameiieansthe'y would not àttaak
the English Pr-ovinces at all points ? They
would attack Newf'oundiand, -Prince Edward
Island,/iNova Scotia andi New Brunswick, as
weIl as the two Canadas. A eoùitry;without
depth,lke that which ii is proposedto form
lhere, ias not' its likea under the .suu, It
wouid ba vulnerable-at a1l points along its
fronstier of 1,600ý to 1,800 miles. In geo0
graphical fornit vonitd resemble an eel. Its
lenith would be everything, its breath nothinc.
Ñothing would b, casier.,tha -tocnt it into
little piees,and noue of the parts so sliced off
couid end help- to tie other.s The more of
sueh' country as tihe prèvinces which it, is
w-ished ta unite to us , that wQ have the
weaker shall ive be, andtithe greater 'wili be
aur 'ditliculties in rlationa military defene'.
([lear, hear.) 1 ani opposed to the sohème
òf Conftederatiôn, because I consider that it is
the result¡f a' conspiracy against popular
rights in Canada; and that the hope is toimpel
the, people intso à course' fatal to their real
inrtertests, byeau ing to shine before their
eyes all sorts ot woaders whici would- bo
accomplihiod in the end to te Iprosperity of
the acouïtry, if .,that country would- only
aceept, the nw f>rm of overnment which
iL it prposed to foce irpon it. (tlear.)
I amt oppused to the'écheme of Con federation,
becauso it is propused to perpetùate, ou a

stili greater seale, a state of things which i
not-suitablcto athe populationut •Amrnica

when they-attain to years of dîseretion- '
state tof thinga whih eyidently was îot in
tended for à country i«d whieh there ara no
eastes, no 'pivilegei classes and n heredi
tary aristueraey in which ail are equal,
socially and pioitieally, by forea o?.cireunim

-stances. b' an oposed .to the acheme, of
Confederation, bedause I atùdesirous that
we àhoul be as untrmmelled,aes-possible in


