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aberration of some mnen of supposed Iight and Ieading among
them. 1 do flot believe that there ever ivas a tinie when that
great people would flot have responded with enthusiasmi to the

Ssentiment expressed in the words of Mr. Watkin, meniber for
Stockport, upon the debate on the Britishi North America Bill
in 1867, when hie maid that "ho beleved that the people of
England feit a deep attachment to their Empire, and that flot
even a barren rock over which the flag of England had once
w'aved, would be abandoned by them without a cogent and suffi-
tient reason"()

We may pass on to the grand event of the aceomplishnient of
Dominion confederation merely observing that the analogy be-
tween the Canadian Constitution and the British was tempor-
arily broken in upon by the Canadian Act of 1856(k), provid-
i-ng, in accordance with the power given by an Imperial Act of
1854(l), for an elective Upper Ilotise. The intention of the
founders of confederation was to preserve as closely as possible
that analogy under the Union. As the third Quebec Resolution
expressly declares: "In framing a constitution for the generat
Government, the conference, with a view to the per-petuation of
our conneetion with the 'Mother Country, and the promotion of
the best interests of the people of these Provinces, desire to fol-
low the niodel ,f the British Constitution, so far as our circum-
stances ivili permit." They desired tliat ive should eny Ili
the wod ofSrJh lacdonald, premier of the Province of
Canada, "the privileges of constitutional liberty aceording to
the British an'te"m);sd deelared expressly ini the preamble
to the British North Aineriea Act that the Canadian Provinces
were to be federally united into one Dominion unier the Crowni
with a Constitution similar in principle to that of the United

ï] Kingdm That deeliaration, however, in the preamble of the

(j Ha&,:r: %r., Vol. 185, p. 1188.

(k) 19.20 Viet. e. 140; Cou. 8tats. off Cau. e. L.

(m)> Quoted Giray on Confeaderation, p. 114.


