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greatest of thern were Inst forever by the action of the Mother
Country in irnposing taxes on the coloniets instead of leav-ng them
ta tax themselves. They were themnselves, year by year, more
inibued with the frec, self-reliant doctrines of the so-called Mvari-
chester school ; and they determined, in foilotving the aid course,
to apply these new doctrines. They saw that they mnust incur ance
of two dangers : either, by giving self-government, they must take
the risk of peaceful separation ; or, by refusing it or giving it in a
half-hearted way, they must run the risk of a second war of
colonial independence. They wisely chose the former alternative;
the), cut aivay questions of taxation and commercial restriction as
having been fatal in the past. They allowed the colonies ta form
habits af practical independence, leaving time ta decide whether
the good-will barn of their policy wvould counteract the tendency
to absolute separation " (1).

If, as is said further on, " the gratit of self-government nmeans
the grant ai virtual idependcence, " is it not pertinent to eniquire
wvhether the grant of self-government tu Caniada wvas dlelusive, and
whether the nId policy of commercial restriction-of holding the
colonies " for the bencfit of the Eniglish producer "-was intendcle
ta be again resorted ta iinstead of applying the " frec, self-reliant '>
doctrines above alluded tui ? See the interpretation placed by
Lucas on the action af the Holme Governiment in passing the Union
Act - 'le gift of responsible governmnent wvas, except in imatters
of foreign policy, full and utifettered, and mnovinig still iii the saine
direction. British statesmen and the British people have welcomed
and furthered the Confederation rnovemnent, wvhich is the outcame
af free institutions and the coping-stone of the systemn of self-
governing colonies ' (mw). Was it « mnoving in the samne direction "
ta restrict the right of self-government by clogging its exercise for
nio other reason than for the" benefit of the English producer?"
Was this not imposing a tax on the calony that miglit lead ta " a
second war of colonial independence ?" Surely there is no merit
in the contention that the statesmen who gave vitality ta aur
%vishes for confederatian were desirous of pursuing., à retrograde
policy instead of leaving us " free and unfetterecl,"
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