
in onterpriflo and si'Ifroliance, aud that the

day might corue when our noblu and wido-

Bpioad HuuiimnntB ol loyalty to the Crown
might be merged and inteiisifiod into loy-

alty to the Dominion. I showed how thin

important change waa only a second and
uecesHary step in the drama of Confedera-

tion ; and how happily it wonld solve for

UH great commercial aud political problems.

1 Hpoke to you then, as I always speak and
feci, in a spirit of warm attachment to

England, and aiimiratiou for her noble in-

stitutions. 1 argued that, drifting as we
were in the dangerous currents of uncer-

tain speculation, we were ripening

every day, for the alntady overitrown terri-

tories of oiu' neighbours ;
and tnat Indepen-

dence, if it could be Kuoccssfully negotiated

w ith proper trade ndations and the

cordial good will of England aud America,
would multiply the chantn-s of our peaceful

and autonomous future. I showed that W(^

were following the Inid of the most emi-
nent public ists and statesmen of England
in opening a discussion so important ; and
I declared we did so, only as citizens of the

Empire, having loyal regard fin- its best

interests, and that if it coidd be shown that

England deprecated the change, or was
aviMs;! to our Iud<'i)end nee, our lips would
be sealed, au«l we should seek only such

changes and ameliorations as could i>-

hung over tho discussion of these groat

constitutional changes. I am a Libernl
" dyed in the wool' — but I thought tho

platform of my party was wide enough to

hold me, alongside of my more cautious and
Conservative colleagues In England the

Liberal party embraces and tolerates all

tt« ditt'erences between Gladstone and
Bright, and I thought, lU this country, it

might embrace the more Conservative re-

formers, and, at the same time, tolerate ouo
of Bright's humbl<! admiiers. This ques-

tion of Indept-ndo-nee is not a purty

question, but i», is common to all parties.

Sir Alexander Gait is a Conservative lead(!r,

and the most brilliant man on his tide of

tho House. The Toronto Guanlian, the

Quebt;c Chroiiicle and the London Free

J^rens all lean towards Independcmee, and
they are all Conservative jonrnale. In

Parliament last session an attempt wan

made to ostrnciso those holdnig these

opinions, but the success of those who
un<lertook the task is not likvly to encour-

age repetitions. I have seen no <*use

to regret the discussion I hun»bly promoted.

My Zollve«-ein resolutions .n Parliament

would have commanded over thirty votes in

a Hou'c which was said to be unainmousl/
against, us, and in the British Parliament

when the sul>je;;t came up in tlie debate on

Mr. Torrena' motion, though Lord Bury and
found within the power and jurifdiitiou ot

j

Sir Charles Dilke lllppantly disposed of us

tht! realm. Then, i (iiseussed other possible
|

change.!, the proposed Colonial Council, the
[

reorganiziitiiin of the Empire, witii Colonial
]

representation in the Imiieii.it P.iiliann'ut,
'

perhaps in a doubting, but cert^jtinly in no
hostile spii it,—and lioin it all 1 diMluced

i

this couciusiou, that the Colonial state is i

one of tutelage merely,—that it must soon- i

er or lattr t.ive way to the exer* i.se «»f i

ampler powers,—and that he who would per-

pi'tuate the connection, must divis" a

system to obviate a' I contlictH

«tf Jntt^r{!."ts, politiial i)r cominen ial—must
make the Cidonial sni Ject in his political

relations to the iMnpire, theiqual of tla^

Imperial islandtM, and must [irovidt; that

no permanent coinmt^rciitl ilir '.dilities grow
out of the system h*^ niuintains. I slat< d

further that my |toliti( ii' I'l lends were in no
way responsible Inr n»v vli \vs. So much it

wa^^ niv <lii;y to say, tor ^onle of my (har-

»'st liieiKJs were uueii.sy lisl>niis to my
jil»in Hpe:iking. But all thin I told you in

a iip< ( ulative mood— I was an orator and
>i:i essayist, bui iiot ii politic iaii. 1 sought
to promote diseu.'tsion, hut not a^Mtation';

tto exi'te thout'lit and dilfiise intellig'iue '

Mild, i) treover, I wanted to chtabl sh in the

tdcc oi the world that no party disability

as Annexationists, taking ttieircm; fiomthe
altsurd falsehoods ol our Tory pres-*, tli'ic

were found men lo defend us, and quoting

from the speech I made to you to prove the

loyalty and reasonableness ol our views.

As to our independent future a'ld c(m-

comitant free iiitercours*', the almost

universal voice of the Amtuican press was

fruMKlly and sati^tied, and ills noi. too mu(di

to say that in President Grant's m-'ssage of

last year his friendly clispositiou t(»wards

an independent nationality heie was l)road-

ly stated.

But my purpose to-rdght is not to address

you upon speeiihitive, but on press ing

and pra(;tical <|Uestions, and respi^ct for

some of my friends, who are \ our guests,

and who d(» not share my views, would have

indueeil me to keep sileiictf on this suhj 'ct,

but that 1 ki»ow yon would wish to heiir

that my opini >ns ar<' unchanged, aiui that

they would Uindly pardon this summitry

;

statiiuent. At any late, passing events are

HO lull id signdi>'!iii( e that our speculations

may b.^ outstripped and our destiny liaslened

by forces whiih we have not foreseen and
are powerless to control. I think it was
.f(din Blight who, in one of his great ora-

tions, noticed the tlifhculty of choosing


