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"“jiof -State, ixm}jt;.' brought before' us ‘and Ccar-
' ried through:the_ scheme of Confederation

proposed. - There ‘may bé certain’ faults of

. detail in the system: I grant that there are:
' ‘But does nat evéry work of man bear the

e impress of imperféction 7' Is the celebrated
;" Code Napoléon' perfect? The most cele:,
_ brated: French lawyers do not .think it s0; and

"yet this production. is a master-piece of
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egislation in -many respects. - Does’ not-the

" 'Constitution ‘of the "United States _contain

" faglts ?' and ‘et it is said to be.a model

" work. of its kind.. I am of opinion that the
.. planof Confederation, taken as. a4 whole, is:

" the best we could desire or hbpe for, adapted,

|

' _as-it’ had to be, 1o - the -well-understood

- interests of the five provinces. ' *I'o’ consider

~"it. from a purely sectional point of view;
... would b to misunderstand the position which
', a statesman should occupy: - It however, Mr.
" .SPEAKER, the unreasoning opponents of the

proposed measure were able to snigggst any
.means’ of ineecting .eventualities, dnd point
out a way by which, while rejecting the
‘sclicme proposed, we_might find some prac-
tical' mode of escape from our dificulties,

l; I'should thev be disposed to listen to them,

and to compare ‘their 'scheme- with that

-which is uow before us; but those gentle-
wen think it sufficjvnt to blame and eriticise.

. The colebrated " Mr! Ramiav ‘even. (the’
: author of Lu Frunce uur Colonies), from
" his'retirement in distant’ Franve, sends: forth’

- a'ery of ‘dlarm at the dangers’ with which

" he.thinks Confederation . is pregnant, but

not a word of ‘good. counsel or -of 'a betier

- remedy of his'own, Others ery dloud from.

. 'the "house-tops that this' schemie’ is uot a.

'K‘”‘ Federal union,” . but a Legislative. one' in'

every. point.! “If it were so; Mr. SpraKER,
I should beé the first—and I. proclaim it
ere before the whole country—I -should

" be the first to scout aund reject the sohewe

with all the .power which Providence has

givep me; but as it is, -on. the" coutrary,’

" a' Federal union; in the full forco -of' the

“term; havipg a Centrul Governmient invested

with all the power necessary to obviate and;

remedy ‘the ‘weakuess - which characterises:
. Pederal Government. in: the- American uaion,

. giving, in a speoial wanuer; to each province’

the ‘mansgement “of its own lecal “affuirs,

" ‘and to-its inbabitants full and  unrestricted

power to make its own laws, ] cannot, for
the interést of my .constituduis, for .my
country's interest, help approving of a mea-
sure which, while. it respeats the . sights and’

 privileges of all; will have the -effect'of ' - |~
increasing . the individual’ and “collective
strength ‘of the'five provinces, will secure to == -
us. the donfideace of the "Mother Country, . .
and make of ‘this section of , British North
America, under ‘the powerful ‘oegis of Eug- «
| land, auother émperium i tmperio. (Cheers.) .
‘I return to ' those whose ery is, “Butour . ~
nationality will be lost!, Our language,.our . -
civil and -religions institutions will disap-. .
pear.” 0 ye- who cry so'loudly,’and ‘who
find such charms “in the neighboring re-. -:
public, do you think that if we.fell into

that whirl of: divers natious and different '
religions . composing “the - Awverican, Confed- = *.
-eracy, which-have no-common traditions nor - -~
common history -with us, French-Canadian -
vatiopality ' would loug enjoy a- separate’ 5
existence, or that it. would not speedily =~ =
belost-amidst'so “miny. others ?  Aunswer if -~
you-cau, and [ will beliéve you.. (Cheers.) - ~°
“Counsider the fate' of 'Louisiania, inhubited ~
chiefly by [Freoch! . Is not:the Loglish =
"elément in a majority in the Puarliamoent of =
United Canada? ‘And have' I not, never-
theless, the hounor- to address you at this'
moment in French? ‘in that beautiful lan-©
guage of our ancestors in which Jacques
Cagries, in 1535, extolled the Zlories of

our ‘majestic’ St.. Lawrenoe ! ((}heeis.\k)i“.

Would you know oneof the reasons assigned .
against Geueral FREMONT when he .was a .
candidate fur the Presidénoy of the United . - - .
States a few, years ago ? * * Do uot vote for * .’
FréyonT,” was the ory on the hustings and

.in the papers of the day; “FrfwMonTis a" . .
Frenchman? —* FrEmoNT i3 a Catholic’*— -°
| and FREMONT lost ‘his election accordingly..” .
However, FREMONT was not a Catholic ! ‘but.
‘they said he way, and it was ‘2 crime suffi-
cient in their ‘eyes to disqualify i in his
-candidatéship for. their confidenve, notwith-.- | -~ |
standiog that they proclaim.« liberty of ¢on’-. *

{ seience !” - ‘(Hear, hear-) Do they. reject a

wan in Eugland berause he. is a_Catholic ?

‘Does that fact debar him from enjoying the
eonfidence of his Sovereiguand his fe?lopv- ‘
‘oitizens ?  Certainly it does not, and there " - -
‘are instances to'prove it. Have we not often

séen, in'Canada, Catholics representing coun-~ -
tics essentinlly Protestant? Was wvot the -
county ‘of Vaudreuil, a county in which '
Catholics are a majority, lately represented

'by an English Protestant . Whyshould the - -
English, under’' the Confederatiou, seek to
degtroy French-Canadian nationality? What
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interest could -they serve .in doingso?. ‘In" . -

.



